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NATURAL RESOURCES COMMISSION
THOMAS J. ANDERSON
MARLENE J. FLUHARTY

STATE OF MICHIGAN

GORDON E, GUYER
SR JAMES J. BLANCHARD, Governor

ELLWOED . MATTEN DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

RAYMOND POUPORE

R 1026-1
8/89

DAVID F. HALES, Director

S.E. MICHIGAN DISTRICT HEADQUARTERS
Waste Management Division
38980 Seven Mile Road
Livonia, MI 48152

December 14, 1990

Mr. R.A. Tepper

Plant Manager

Ford Motor Company Sterling Axle Plant
39000 Mound Road

Sterling Heights, MI 48310

RE: MID 044 255 420
Dear Mr. Tepper:

This letter is to acknowledge receipt of your letter dated
November 15, 1990, indicating your compliance program for
deficiencies cited during my inspection on October 26, 1990.

Concerning Issue/Violation (I/V) 3, I consider your response
acceptable at this time and will evaluate the adequacy of your
program during future inspections.

concerning I/V 1 and 2, the time frame for the completion of your
proposed upgrade (March 15, 1990) and assessment (April 15, 1990)
of hazardous waste secondary containment in the Salvage Building
cannot be considered a timely response. Recall that the MDNR
inspectors essentially first want the current containment area
cleaned up to clearly see whether the pad is impervious or free of -
cracks. We did not say the pad was in violation; we indicated
that we could not determine it one way or another until obscuring
material was removed. It is recommended that this cleanup be done
right now and when finished immediately contact our office to
arrange a follow up inspection of the pad. If MDNR does not find
the containment satisfactory at this point, then the upgrade
should proceed. In this instance, your facility has until
February 26, 1990 (120 days from the date of the inspection) to
satisfactorily resolve I/V 1 and 2 as described in the MDNR letter
of November 2, 1990. If not resolved by this time, the
outstanding I/Vs shall be referred to the MDNR Compliance and
Enforcement (C&E) Section for escalated enforcement.

5 0



Page 2 of 2, 12/14/90
R. Tepper
MID 044 255 420

As a comment, I urge you to contact Ms. Vicki Garon of this office
regarding the proposed refurbishing/upgrading of your Hazardous
Waste Accumulation Area. Ms. Garon is a MDNR Civil Engineer and
is quite knowledgeable concerning the planning, design, materials,
construction, and evaluation of hazardous waste secondary
containment systems. Ms. Garon inspects such systems for MDNR:;
therefore, you will find her comments and counsel appropriate
prior to initiating work on your system.

We request your response by January 9, 1990, documenting your
corrective actions to these outstanding issues/violations.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (313) 953-0241.
Ms. Garon can also be reached at this number.

Sincerely,
2yt A TR
-'//&:’/é&f- 4 (i 5 .//._‘,. vl

Michael K. Busse
Environmental Quality Analyst

MKB : mkb

cc: B. Okwumabua
vVigcki Carcn
U.S. EPA, Region V
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a/es

DAVID F. HALES, Director

S.E. MICHIGAN DISTRICT HEADQUARTERS
Waste Management Division
38980 Seven Mile Road
Livonia, MI 48152

November 2, 1990

Mr. R.A. Tepper

Plant Manager

Ford Motor Company Sterling Axle Plant
39000 Mound Road

Sterling Heights, MI 48310

RE: MID 044 255 420 \
Dear Mr. Tepper:

On October 26, 1990, an inspection was conducted at your facility
located at 39000 Mound Road, Sterling Heights, MI. The purpose of
the inspection was to evaluate compliance of that facility with
the requirements of Subtitle C of the Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976, as amended; Michigan’s Hazardous
Waste Management Act, Act 64 P.A. 1979, as amended; Michigan’s
Liquid Industrial Waste Hauling Act, Act 136, P.A. 1969, as
amended; and Land Disposal Restriction requirements of Subtitle C
of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976, as
amended.

As a result of that inspection, the following issues/violations
have been determined:

1. The inspectors could not determine if the base {concrete
pad of the Hazardous Waste Accumulation Area 1n the
Salvage Building is impervious or free of cracks, as
required by 40 CFR 264.175(b)(1) in order to meet
secondary containment requirements. It is apparent that
the soil and debris obscuring portions of the pad must be
removed before such a determination can be dcne. The
facility is required to perform the necessary work to
document cormrliance of this area with secondary
containment requirements, and submit such documentaticn
to this office.

it



Page 2 of

R. Tepper
MID 044 2
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We redques
correctiv

2, 11/2/90

55 420

The condition of the Salvage Building Hazardous Waste
Accumulation Area concrete pad also prevented the
inspectors from determining if the facility carries out
proper hazardous waste accumulation practices in this
Area, as required by R 299.9306(1)(f). The facility is
required to document how this Accumulation Area and its
use conforms to proper practices in this respect, and to
submit such documentation to this office.

Job descriptions of the facility hazardous waste workers
are available on the Personnel Department computer
system. As a suggestion, duplicating these descriptions
and placing them in the hazardous waste personnel
training records would enhance their accessibility to the
Environmental Specialist and to Emergency Coordinators

on an around-the-clock basis (all 3 shifts).

t your response by November 21, 1990, documenting your
e actions to these 1ssues/v1olatlons.

If you have any questions, please contact us at (313) ©853-0241.
1

Enclosure

Sincerely,

P Bpad K s

Michael K. Busse
Environmental Quality Analyst

st LA,

Christopher Silva
Environmental Quality Analyst

cc: B. Okwumabua

U.5.

EPA, Region V - Land Ban Check List Only



STATE OF MICHIGAN

NATURAL AESOURCES coumssmu : : S
“HOMAS J. ANDERSON e E A AT AR o
ARLENE J. FLUHARTY =4 e SR

_TEPHEN V. MONSMA g, ST e RN 3
O. STEWART MYERS : - JAME&,J BLANCHARD Governor

RAYMOND SOUPORE e DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

HARRY H. WHITELEY
ROMEXXX MO0 XK

Gordon E. Guyer, Director
~S.E. Michigan Field Office
15500 Sheldon Road
Northville, MI 48167

October 31, 1986

Mr. K.W. Watler, Plant Manager
FMC, Sterling Axle Plant

39000 Mound Road

Sterling Heights, MI 48310-2799

RE: MID 044255420 l/
Dear Mr. Watler,

This Tetter is to acknowledge receipt of your letter dated October 10,
1986 indicating your compliance program for RCRA deficiencies cited
during my inspection of September 25, 1986. I consider your response
acceptable at this time and will evaluate the adequacy of your program )
during future inspections.

Thank you for your cooperation. If you have any questions, please contact
me at 313-459-6180,

Sincere1y,:'

Larry AuBuchon
"Hazardous Waste Division

LA/bs

cc: U.S. EPA, Region V
B. Ukwumabua

Ri0261
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HAZARDOUS wasTE Div

_ Transmission and Chassis Division - : o Sterling Plant

Ford Motor Company ' ) 33000 Mound Road
Sterling Heights, Michigan 48078

October 10, 1986

Mr. L. Aubuchon

Hazardous Waste Division

Michigan Dept., of MNatural Resources
S.E. Michigan Field (ffice

15500 8heldon Rd.

Northville, Michigan 48167

Subject: USEPA - RCRA Compliance Tuspection Ford Motor Company (Sterling
Plant) EPA I.D. Ho. MID044255420

Reference: Your Letter Dated September 30, 1986

Dear Mr. Aubuchon:

This letter is in response to your referenced letter and the alleged wviolation
of 40 CFR 265.171 which resulted from your September 25, 1986 facility
compliance inspection,

The two containers in question have not leaked into the containment structure as
specified in your letter.. The liquid on the floor was water. Subsequent
investigation by plant personnel revealed two problems that could have contri-
buted to the condition you observed - the roof drain, located overhead, was
leaking at the downcomer; and there was a hole in the building's 31d1ng, up
behind the overhead heater. The water on the floor was obviously a resulr of

the continual recent rainfalls we were experiencing, Both of these items hava

been repaired by facilities maintenance personnel.

1f you have any further questions, please contact Jack Garavanta, Environmental
Engineer, at (313) B26-5789. ‘

Very . truly yours ’

L T

K. W. Watler
Plant Manager
Sterling Plant




STATE OF MICHIGAN

MATURAL RESOURCES COMMISSION }{‘T(j
THOMAS J. ANDERSON Iy
“4ARLENE J. FLUHARTY :
EPHEN V. MONSMA
~. STEWART MYERS JAMES J. BLANCHARD, Governor
DAVID D. OLSON
PAYMONS FouRoRE DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

HARRY H. WHITELEY

R1026-1

HEON HOOXOX ORI, X0 KX
Gordon E. Guyer, Director
S.E. Michigan Field Office
15500 Sheldon Road
Northville, MI 48167

September 30, 1986

Mr. K. W. Watler, Plant Manager
FMC, Sterling Axle Plant

39000 Mound Road

Sterling Heights, MI 48310-2799

MID 044255420

Dear Mr. Watler,

On September 25, 1986, acting as a representative of the United States
Environmental Protection Agnecy, I performed an inspection of your facility
located at 39000 Mound Rd., Sterling Heights, MI. The purpose of this
inspection was to evaluate compliance of that facility with the require-
ments of Subtitle C of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA)

as amended.

As a result of that inspection, it has been determined that two containers
were in very poor condition and may have leaked into the containment
structure which is not as required in 40 CFR 265.171.

You are requested to respond to this letter by October 13, 1986, providing
documentation to this office regarding the actions taken to correct this
violation.

If you have any questions, please contact me at 313-459-9180.

Sincerely,

B O

Larry AuBuchon

Hazardous Waste Division
LA/bs

cc: U.S. EPA, Region V
B. Okwumabua

5185 i




RCRA Inspection Report
EPA Identification Number: . Y & © 3 4 2 5 5 4 2 O
Installation Name: BWO - Sdes\i.o ©le B\, X
"Location Address: DO Mo wnd) i{)m&
gState: _ Wadnicar. NRUD -2797

Time of inspection (from) \'ZL\C"; (to) Z%D}»_.

Date of inspection: M

Person{s) interviewed Title Tel ephone

Nacle CoenygeaXa, Em_‘m@a\li% L’é\s Y 1N-E7 84

Al Sansore

.Inspecto (5{. Agency/Title fe1 phone -
bsery N Do , PN \‘ Rk (2 4<q a0
Installation Activity (mark only one box) Inspection Form(s)

I[ Treatment/Storage/Disposal per 40 CFR 265.1 and/or

Generation and/or Transportation ‘ . A
'l__]_' Treatment/Storage/Disposal (no generation or Transportation) A
11 Generation and Transportation B, C
¥ Generation only 3
TI Transportation only ' C

NSt SN
SV S




INSPECTION FORM 8

ction A: Scope of inspection

Standards for generators of HAZARDOUS WASTE subject to 40 CFR 262.1C

Section B: MANIFEST REQUIREMENTS (Part 262, Subpart B)

Yes No  NI*¥  Remarks

(1) Does the generator have copies of the manifest
available for review? 262 40

(2) Examine manifests for shipments in past &
months.. Indicate approximate number of _
manifested shipments during that period. 55f3>

(3) Do the manifest forms examined contain the
following information? {1f possible, make  262.21
copies of, or record information from, manifests
that do not contain the critical elements)

a. Manifest document number? ®

b. HName, mailing address, telephone number,
and EPA ID number of generator? ~ %

¢. Name and EPA 1D number of transporter(s)? - x

d. Name, Address, and EPA ID Number of desigrated
permitted facility and aiternate facility? ¥

e. The description of the waste{s) (DOT shipping
name, 00T hazard class, DOT identification
number}? e

f. The total quantity of waste(s) and the type
and number of containers loaded? h

g. Required certification?

o

‘h. Required signatures? i X

(4) Reportable exceptions o525 42

a. For manifests examined in (2) {except for shipments
within the last 3% days), enter the number of mani-
fests for which the generator has NOT received a
signed copy from the designated facility within 35
days of the date of shipment. o

b. For manifests indicated in {4a), enter the number for
which the generator has submitted exception reports
{40 CFR 262.42} to the Regional Administrator. o

 A/B-1 (4-828)




Section C - PRE-TRANSPORT REQUIREMENTS
(40 CFR Part 262 Subpart C)

Yes No NI  Remarks

(1} 1s waste packaged in accordance with DOT
regulations? {Required prior to movement

of hazardous waste off-site) ,c, 49 -3 ML&SL* ng
{2) Are waste packages marked and labeled in

accordance with DOT regulations concerning 262.31 and 262.32

hazardous waste materials? (Required prior '

to movement of hazardous waste off-site)

{3) 1If required, are placards available to

transporter? 262.33 Ao e oo

** (4} Pre-shipment Accumulation:

** applies only to GENERATORS that store hazardous waste on-site for 90 days or less without
a permit. These items do not apply to generators whose waste is immediately transported
off-site.

a. 1s hazardous waste accumulated in con-
tainers? If no, skip to b. 262.34 LN

i. Is each container clearly marked with
the date on which the period of -
accumylation began? X

ii. Have more than S0 days elapsed since
the dates marked? %

iii. Is each container labeled or marked
¢learly with the words "Hazardous

Wastes?" %
iv. Are containers in good condition? .
v. Are containers compatible with waste
in them? : X
vi. Are containers managed to prevent *
leaks? Y.
vii. Are containers stored c¢losed? ¥
viii. Are containers inspected weekly for
leaks and defects? b
ix. Are ignitable and reactive wastes stored
at least 15 meters (50 feet) from the ‘
facility property line? (Indicate if : A54k¢1&é§£&3
waste is ignitable or reactive). X’

c-1 | (4-828)




Xi.

Yes No NI

Are incompatible wastes stored in
separate containers? {If not, the
provisions of 40 CFR 265.17(b)

apply.}

Are containers of incompatible waste
separated or protected from each other
by physical barriers or sufficient
distance?

Remarks

b, 1s hazardous waste accumulated in tanks?
If no, skip to ¢. 267.34 (January 11, 1982 Y

Te

ii.

iti.

iv.

Ve

Vi.

vii.

¥iii.

containment structures?

revision)
Is each tank labeled or marked clearly
with the words "Hazardous Wastes“?

262.34 (January 1982 revision)
Are tanks used to store only those
wastes which will not cause corrosion,

leakage or gremature failure of the
tank? 265.192

Do uncovered tanks have at least 60 cm

(2 feet) of freeboard, or dikes or other

Do continuous feed systems have a
waste-feed cutoff?

Are waste analyses done before the tanks
are used to store a substantially different
waste than before? 265,103

Are required daily and weekly inspections
done? 265.194

Are reactive and ignitable wastes in
tanks protected or rendered non-reactive
or nonignitable? Indicate if waste is
ignitable or reactive.. (If waste is
rendered non-reactive or nonignitable,
see treatment requirements.) 265.198

Are incompatible wastes stored in
separate tanks? (If not, the provisions
of 40 CFR §265.17(b) apply.) 265.199

C-2

(4-82B)




T e e

Yes No NI Remarks

ix. Has the owner or operator observed the National Fire Protection Association's
buffer zone requirements for tanks containing ignitable or reactive wastes?

Tank capacity: - | gaTionsr
Tank diameter: feet
Distance of tank from property line feet

{see tables 2-1 through 2-6 of NFPA's "Flammable and Combustible Liquids
Code - 1977" to determine compliance.)

¢. Is hazardous waste accumulated in other
than tanks or containers? %

SO ———

d. Personnel training. 262.34 (a) 5

SR ———,

Do personnel training records
include: 265.16

i. Job Titles? X i
ii. Job Descriptions? % ?
iii. Description of training? 18
iv. Records of training? \ %
v. Did personnel receive the required
training by 5-19-817 X W thﬁ%eéteié
vi. Do new personnel receive reguired ,
training within six months? * &sb%iﬂmhieﬁm&

vii. Do personnel training records indicate !
that personnel have taken part in an ’
annual review of initial training? \(

E. Preparedness and Prevention 265. Subpart C ) ;
i. Maintenance and Operation '
of Facility:

Is there any evidence of fire, explosien, or
release of hazardous waste or_hazardous %
waste constituent? 265.31 :

C-3




Yes No NI Remark s

ii. If reguired, does this facility
have the following equipment:  265.32

Internal communications or alarm systems? Y

Telephone or Z-way Radios at the scene of
operations?

Portable fire extinguishers, fire control,
spill control equipment and decontamination
equipment? \(

Indicate the volume of water and/or foam available for fire control:

iii. Testing and Maintenance of Emergency Equipment: 265,33

Has the owner or operator established
testing and maintenance procedures

for emergency equipment?

Is emergency egquipment maintained in
- operable condition?

iv. Has owner/operator provided immediate
access to internal alarms {if needed)?

v. Is there adeguate aisle space for
uncbstructed movement?

s [ e P

vi. Has the owner or operator attempted to make
arrangements with local authorities in
case of an emergency at the facility? Y.

f. Contingency Plan and Emergency Procedures 265 Subpart D

Does the contingency plan contain
the following information:

i. The actions facility personnel must take
to comply with §265.51 and 265.56 in response
to fires, explosions, or any unplanned release
of hazardous waste? (If the owner has a Spill
Prevention, Control and Countermeasures (SPCC)
Plan, he needs only to amend that plan to
incorporate hazardous waste management
provisions that are sufficient to comply
with the requirements of this Part x

(as applicable.) 265.52

C-4 {4-82B)




Yes HNo NI Remarks

i1. Arrangements agreed to by local police
departments, hospitals, contractors,
and State and local emergency response
teams to coordinate emergency services, \%
pursuant to §265.377

iii. Names, addresses, and phone numbers (Office
and Home)} of all persons qualified to act

as emergency coordinator. (/

v

ive A list of all emergency equipment at the
facility which includes the location and
physical description of each item on the
1ist, and a brief outline of its capabili-
ties? \(

v. An evacuation plan for facility person-,
nel where there is a possibility that
evacuation could be necessary? (This
plan must describe signal(s) to be used
to begin evacuation, evacuation routes
and alternate evacuation routes?) V

vi. Are copies of the Contingency Plan available
at site and local emergency organizations? ¢

vii. Is the facility emergency coordinator
identified? V

viii. Is coordinator familiar with all aspects of

site operation and emergency procedures? \
ix. Does the Emergency Coordinator have the

authority to carry out the Contingency

Plan? J4

x. If an emergency situation has occured at
this facility, has the emergency coordinator
followed the emergency procedures listed

in 265.56 | R A et
| 3 \":3\

C-5 (4-828)




Section D: RECORDKEEPING AND REPORTING (Part 262, Subpart D)

Yes No NI Remarks
(1} Are a1l test results and analyses needed for
hazardous waste determinations retained for
at least three years? 262 .40 X
Section E: INTERNATIONAL SHIPMENTS (Part 262 Subpart E)
262.50 :
(1} Has the installation imported or experted
hazardous waste? If “"no*, skip a and b. Y,
a. Exporting Hazardous Waste, has a generator:
i. Notified the Administrator in writing?
ii. Obtained the signature of the foreign
consignee confirming delivery of the
waste(s) in the foreign country?
jii. Met the Manifest requirements?
b. Importing Hazardous Waste, has the
generator met the manifest requirements?
D/E-1 (4-82B}




Remarks:
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BEFORE THE
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
) REGION V

IN THE MATTER OF:

FORD MOTOR COMPANY
Sterling Axle Plant
39000 Mound Road
_,Ms,teriinngﬁﬁeights,Michigan

Docket No.
V-W-84-R-077

T “ap® et s g g Vel e’

- MID 044 255 420

FINAL ORDER

WHEREAS, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency {("EPA") filed an adminis-
trative Complaint against Ford Motor Company ("Ford") on September 7, 1984, alleg-
ing that wastewater treatment sludge wastes at the Sterling Axle Plant were F006
listed hazardous wastes and that Ford had vibl_ated the regulations for treatment,

storage or disposal of those wastes; and

WHEREAS, Ford responded to EPA's Complaint, asserting that the wastes
were not F006 hazardous wastes and not otherwise hazardous and that Ford had not
violated any provisions of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act ("RCRA") or

the regulations promulgated thereunder; and

WHEREAS, Ford was properly served with a copy of the Complaint with no-
tice of opportunity for hearing in this matter, and the Regional Administrator has ju-

risdiction over this matter pursuant to Section 3008 of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6928; and

WHEREAS, the EPA Administrator, acting through his delegate Ronald L.
McCallum, Chief Judicial Officer, has ruled that non-electric etching wastes are not

included within the F006 electroplating category because there was insufficient




(3]

notice given in the regulations that those wastes were ineluded in tha F096 category.

See In the Matter of U.S. Nameplate Co., Docket No. RCRA-84-H-0012 (March 31,

1986); and

WHEREAS, Ford filed a Motion to Dismiss dated June 18, 1386, requesting dis-
missal on the ground that the Sterling Axle Plant wastes, like the non-electroplating
etching wastes in Nameplate, were not listed F006 hazardous wastes, nor were they

otherwise hazardous wastes; and

WHEREAS, EPA and Ford stipulate and agree that the Sterling Axle Plant
sludge wastes are not F006 listed hazardous wastes, nor are they otherwise hazardous

wastes; and

WHEREAS, EPA and Ford further stipulate and agree that this matter should
be dismissed with prejudice as to all the violations which were or could have been al-
leged in the Complaint, but without prejudice in the event EPA properly promulgates
new final regulations in accordance with the Administrative Procedure Aect and
other applicable law, to any claim for violation thereof, provided such eonduet oc-

curs subsequent to the final promulgation of such new regulations, if any.

NOW, THEREFORE, in accordance with the foregoing and it appearing from

the entire record that it is appropriate to do so:

1. It is hereby determined that the Sterling Axle Plant wastes are not

F006 listed hazardous wastes, nor are they otherwise hazardous wastes; and



9. ° It is further ordered that this matter should be, and the same hereby is,
dismissed with prejudice as to all the violations which were or could have been al-

leged in the Complaint; and

3. In the event that EPA hereafter properly promulgates new final regula-
tions relating to wastewater treatment sludge in accordance with the Administrative
Procedure Act and other applicable law, this dismissal is without prejudice to any
claim of violation thereof if the conduct constituting the violation, if any, by Ford

oceurs subsequent to final promulgation of such new regulations, if any.

A
ENTERED this/7_ day of W , 1986.

7

3.4 Greeney Administrative
Law Judg

Consented to:

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

By: %y A ZJ{A}&

FORD MOTOR




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

1 hereby certify that the Original of this Order was sent to the
Regional Hearing Clerk and copies were sent to the counsel for the
complainant and counsel for the respondent on August 14, 1986.

~“Shirley Smith
Secretary to Judge J. F. Greene

Ms. Beverely Shorty
Regional Hearing Clerk
Region V - EPA

230 South Dearborn Street
Chicago, Illinois 60604

Marc M. Radell, Esq.
Assistant Regional Counsel
Region V - EPA

230 South Dearborn Street
Chicago, 11linois 60604

T. S. Ellis, III, Esq.
Hunton & Williams

707 East Main Street

p. 0. Box 1535

Richmond, Virginia 23212
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WASHINGTON, D. C. 200326 TELEPHONE 2(2-308-1000
TELEPHONE 202-9355-1500 TELERPHMONE B804-788-8200 TELEX 424548 HUNT Wi
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P. O BCX 3@89 P. O BOX 109
NORFOLK, VIRGINIA 23314 RALEICH, NORTH CAROUING 27602
TELEFHONE BO4-625 5501 TELEPHONE GI8-899-3000
TELEX 755828 ——
FIRST TENNESSEE BANK BUILDING
3OS0 CHAIN BRIDGE ROAD D, BOK B8t
P. O, BOX |47 KHOXVILLE, TEMNESSEE 37804
FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA ZEQ3OQ JLlne lB , _]986 TELEPHOMNE &I5-637-a31

TELEPHOME 703-352-22C0

Fiewo, 21255.127

DIRECT DIAL NG, 804 788 - 8 4 5 3

Ms. Beverely Thompson

Regional Hearing Clerk

U.S. Environmental Protection RECEIVED
Agency, Region V

230 5. Dearborn Street

Chicago, IL 60604 , JUW 20 19886

U, S, EPA REGION 5

Re: Docket No. V-W-84-R-077 OFFICE OF REGIGNAL ADMINISTRATOR

Dear Ms. Thompson:

Enclosed are Respondent's Motion to Dismiss,
Memorandum in Support of Respondent's Motion to Dis-
miss, Affidavit of Jerome S. Amber, Affidavit of
Dennis L. Profitt and Certificate of Service which I
would appreciate your filing on behalf of Respondent
Ford Motor Company in the above matter.

Thank you for your assistance in this regard.

S
N
Enclosures (%_///T;‘
B Certificate of Servic
Norman W. Bernstein, Zéq.
0. RG
LG EE;D;‘L}“TTEID LY
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7O7 EAST MAIN STREET F.C Box 1225
2000 PENNSYLVANIA AVENDE. N, W, RiceMOND, VIRGINTS 203212 10O PARK AVENUE
P O. BOX 13220 NEW YORK, NEW YOQRK 10017
WASHINGTON, o, ¢. 20026 TILEPHONE 212-309-10GQ
TELEFHONE 202-95%-1500C TELEPHONE BOA4-783 -83200 TELEX 424548 HUNT Ui
FIRST VIRGINIA HAMK TOWER TELEX &684425] CONE HANNOVER SOUARE
P. O, BOX 3888 F.O. BCX 100G
NORFOLK, VIRGINIA 232514 RALEIGH, NORTH CAROLINA 27502
TELEPHCNE 804-825-5501 TELEFHONE $!5-895-2000
TELE» 755628
" 1Taa FIRSY TENNESSEE BANK BUILDING
3050 CHAIMN BRIDGE RTAD Febrr{ary 28 e l" 86 P. O, B8OX 951
FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA 22030 KNOXVILLE, TENNESSEEF 37901
TELEPHONE 702-352-220C

TELEFPHONE SI15-837-43t1
FILE N027255 - 127

DIRECT DIAL NO. 804 788 - 8 3 38

U.5. Environmental Protection

Agency, Region ¥ X
RCRA Activities A
. C. Box A-3587
Chicago, IL 60590

To Whom It May Concern:

Ford recently received from EPA Region V the forms and
instructions for completing the RCRA Facility Biennial Hazard-
ous Waste Report for 1985. These materials were addressed to
Ford's Sterling Axle Plant in Sterling Heights, Michigan.

Ford has asked that we respond to this mailing. For
the reasons set forth below, Ford is not required to submit,
and is not submitting, the RCRA Facility Biennial Hazardous
Waste Report for 1985 for its Sterling Axle Plant ("Sterling®).

The facility biennial report requirement and RCRA's
hazardous waste treatment, storage or disposal ("TSD") facility
regulations do not apply to Sterling because the two sludge la-
goons at the plant that are discussed below did not receive any
hazardous wastes after November 19, 1980, and because Ford did
not submit a Part A application for any hazardous waste TSD fa-
cilities at the plant and, therefore, did not qualify any fa-
cilities at the plant for interim status. Ford does generate
hazardous waste at Steriing, but none of it is {(or was in 1985
or anytime after November 19, 1980) treated, stored (for longer
than 90 days) or disposed of in any on-site hazardous waste fa-
cilities. Under separate cover, Ford is submitting the Genera-
tor Report (EPA Form 8700-13A) for Sterling.

As you may know, EPA Region V filed an administrative
complaint (RCRA V-W-84-R-077) against Ford on September 24,
1984, alleging, among other things, that two sludge lagoons at
the Sterling plant "stored" hazardous wastes within the meaning
of RCRA, but acknowledging that no hazardous waste was depos-
ited at the site after November 19, 1980. EPA also allieged
that the lagoons are subject to Part 265 interim status



HouowrtoN & WiLiiamMs

February 28, 198Ba
Page 2

standards, including closure requirements. Ford has denied any
violation of RCRA because, among other things, (a) the facility
was a disposal facility: (b) the material is not a hazardcus
waste; and, even iIf it were, (¢} no hazardouc waste, as EPA de-
fines it, was deposited after November 19, 1980. Discussions
between Ford and EPA ars continuing in that case. Ycur en-
forcement counsel in that case are Mr. Rodger C. Field and Mr.
Marce C. Radell, both BAssistant Regional Counsel.

While clearly stating its position that the material in
the lagoons is not a hazardcus waste and that the lagoons were
not interim status facilities or subject to RCRA, Ford sub-
mitted, as part of a tentative settlement with EPA, a closure
plan to EPA for the sludge lagoons at Sterling on Aprii 15,
1985; last amended the plan on August 9, 1985; and is in the
process of removing and disposing of the wastes from the im-
poundments as if they were hazardous wastes, without prejudice
to Ford's position that the material is not hazardous. ©On
September 30, 1985, EPA approved the closure plan with modifi-
cations. Ford has significant problems with EPA's modifica-
tiong to the closure plan and has filed a petition for review
of the imposition of those conditions. Ford v. EPA, No.
85-1842 (b.C. Cir., filed Dec. 26, 1985). EPA and Ford are
continuing to discuss their differences on the closure plan,
and it appears possible that the matter can be resolved without
further litigaticn.

For these reasons, Ford is net required to submit, and
is not submitting, either the Facility Biennial Hazardous Waste
"Report for 1985 or page one of that report. 1In order to cor-—
rect your records and to ensure that the Facility Report forms
and instructions are not sent to Ford for Sterling in the fu-
ture, we request that you take the appropriate actions to de-
lete from your records any reference to Sterling as a hazardous
waste treatment, Storage or disposal facility.

If you have any questions, please let us know.
Sincerely yours,
. o
William L. Roshe
cC: Rodger C, Field, Esqg.

./ Marc M. Radell, Esq.
Norman W. Bernstein, Esqg.



Office of the General Counsel Ford Motor Company
The American Road
Dearborn, Michigan 48121

February 19, 1986

EXPRESS MATL

Rodger Field, Esq.

Assistant Regional Counsel

U. S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region V

230 South Dearborn Street

Room 1646 - SC-16

Chicago, Illinois 60604

Re Sterling Axle Plant
Docket No. V-W No 84 R 077

Dear Rodger:

This is to confirm the conversation that I had with
Marc Radell of your office on February 13, 1986. It was
agreed that Ford's time to provide the information with
respect to ground water monitoring and comparability data
would be extended to and including March 7, 1986. Our
outside consultants have experienced problems beyond Ford's
control, and need until the end of February to complete
their work, for reasons noted in the attached letter. The
March 7 date, in turn, will give us a few days to look at
the work before we submit it to EPA.

We appreciate your cooperation-«

Associate Counsel ™

¢e: The Honorable J. F. Greene
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TATE OF MICHIGAN

Ty
NATURAL RESOURCES COMMISSION Th,,.g’i S.E. Michi Fi e
) , P i E. gan Field Office
Lisk 15500 Sheldon Road
2 STEWAAT MYERS JAMES J. BLANCHARD, Governor Northville, MI 48167
RAYMOND POUPORE DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

HARRY H. WHITELEY

R1026-1

AONALD €. SKOOG. Direclor

October 10, 1985

Mr. £.C. Koops, Plant Manager
FMC, Sterling Axle Plant
39000 Mound Road

Sterling Heights, MI 48078

RE: MID 044255420
Dear Mr. Koops:

This letter is to acknowledge receipt of your letter dated September 27, 1985,
indicating your compliance program for RCRA deficiencies cited during my inspection
on August 28, 1985. [ consider your response acceptable at this time for the
violations relating to your containerized waste generation and will evaluate

the adequacy of your program during future inspections. The violations relating

to the surface impoundments are still pending and will be handled directly by

the EPA.

Thank you for your cooperation. If you have any guestions, please feel free
to contact me at (313) 459-9130.

Sincerely,

Larry.AuBuchon
HAZARDOUS WASTE DIVISION

LA: jg

cc: U.S. EPA, Region V
B. Okwumabua

585 gimiung
=t
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CZARDOUS WASTE -

Transmisgion and Chassis Division Sterting Plant
Ford Motor Company 38000 Mound Road
Sterling Heighis, Michigan 48078

September 27, 1985
Mr. L. Aubuchon

MDNR~-Hazardous Waste Division
S.E. Michigan Field Office
15500 Sheldon Road
Northville, Michigan 48167

Subject: USEFA - RCRA Compliance Inspection - Ford Motor Company - Sterling
Plant - MID044255420

Reference: Your Letter, Dated September 3, 1985 (Copy Attached)

Dear Mr. Aubuchon:

This letter is in response to your referenced letter and the alleged viclations
of subtitle C of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). These
alleged violations resulted from your August 28, 1985 facility compliance
inspection at the Sterling Plant.

The following corrective actions have been taken regarding the alleged viola-
tions for containerized waste:

1. The procedure to insure that the accumulation start date will be placed
on each 35 gallon drum of hazardous waste, as required by 40 CFR 262,34
(c) (1), has been re-distributed to affected employes. To insure
compliance, “accumulation start dates™ have been made an item of review
on the weekly hazardous waste inspection log.

2. Personnel have been reinstructed to keep the 1id closed on the funnel in
the drum of solvent waste. Periodic sudits will be conducted te insure
compliance,

3. All drums of hazardous waste have been removed from the Sterling Plant
and disposed of at an approved facility. To insure compliance with the
90 day storage rule, as specified in 40 CFR 262.34, (thereby negating the
need to comply with the extended storage requirements of 40 CFR 265 and
the permit requirements of 40 CFR 270) a disposal contract has been
established with the assistance of Ford Central Purchasing.



As noted in your letter, the next five alleged violationms are all items concerning
the Northeast and Northwest surface impoundments. As was indicated to you by

Mr. J. Garavanta during your facility imspection, and again by Mr. J. Amber of our
Stationary Source Enviroumental Control Office during a phone conversation on
August 28, 1985:

o Ford does not consider the surface impoundments te¢ contain hazardous waste.
o Ford does not consider the surface impoundments to be subject tc RCRA.

o Ford has submitted a closure plan tc USEPA

If you have any further questions, please contact Mr. J. Garavanta at (313)
B26-5789.

Very truly yours

s
E. C. Koops
Plant Manager

Sterling Plant

Attachment

INSP

e A 1h b R
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STATE OF MICHIGAN

S. E. Michigan Field Office
o 15500 Sheldon Road
NATURAL RESOURCES COMMISSION s Northville, MI 487167

THOMAS J. ANDERSON 2
5 R CAROLLO JAMES J. BLANCHARD, Gavernor

COB A. HOEFER
STEPHEN F. MONSHA DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
PAUL H. WENDLER
HARRY H. WHITELEY RONALD O. SKOOG, Director

September 3, 1985

Mr. E. C. Koops, Plant Manager
FMC, Sterling Axle Plant

39000 Mound Road

Sterling Heights, Michigan 48078

RE: MID 044255420
Dear Mr. Koops: ‘

On August 28, 1985, acting as a representative of the United States Environmental
Protection Agency, I performed an inspection of your facility located at

39000 Mound Road, Sterling Heights, Michigan. The purpose of this inspection

was to evaluate compliance of that facility with the requirements of Subtitle C
of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) as amended.

As a result of that inspection, it has been determined that the above Tfacility
is in violation of some of the requirements of subtitle (c) of RCRA.
Specifically the following was found: - :

1. Containerized waste did nbt have the start accumulation date
as required in 40 CFR 262.34.

2. Lne container in the "fab" shop had a funnel with a flip 1ig 1in
the bung of a solvent drum and the 1id was not closed as required in
40 CFR 265.173. '

3. From available information at the facility, generated hazardous
waste has accumulated for more than 90 days which is not in accordance
with 40 CFR 262.34. The facility also, by extending beyond 90 days,
1s not complying with the storage requirements of 40 CFR 265 and

the permit requirements of 40 CFR 270.

4. As a comment, when your emergency plan is updated, a current
copy should be provided to local response agencies.

The following violations have been separated out because they relate to the
surface impoundments. My understanding is that you do not acknowledge that
this is a managed hazardous waste nor a RCRA regulated unit. Basically with
the exception of the closure plan, these violations are repeated from the
dune 25, 1984, inspection and will persist until a resolution with EPA is
reached.

RI026-1 el 1



Mr. E. C. Koops
Re: MID 044255420
September 3, 1985
Page Two

1. The N.E. and N.W. surface impoundments were not submitted, as
required, as part of the Part A notification.

2. The 0perat1ng record was not available as required in 40 CFR
265.73.

3. The freeboard levels in the two impoundments, were not in-
"spected daily as required in 40 CFR 265.226.

4. The dikes of the impoundments were not inspected weekly for
evidence of leaks or deterioration as required in 40 CFR 265.226.

5. Groundwater monitoring as specified in Part 265 Subpart F was
not accomplished for the surface impoundments.

You are requested to respond to this letter by September 25, 1985 providing
documentation to this office regarding those actions taken to correct these
violations. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please feel
free to contact me at (313) 459-9180.

Sincerely,

Voo R Qe

Larry AuBuchon
Hazardous Waste Division

LA:mIm
cc: U.S. EPA, Region V
B. Okwumabua



RCRA INSPECTION REPORT
EPA Identification Number: W\ T T od 42 58 4 2 0

Installation Name: NN C_ . %"‘cew\;n% bN.\e. v\aﬂ‘?
Location Address: 28000 Nowrd %
City: %\er\\m \e\q\\\% _ . State: DAL A ogv~ 5

Date of Insoectm o) Time of Inspection (from) QSO0 (to) 1200

Person(s) Interviewed Title Telephone

e Goco Jowda, Eosironmed Boa. (22D 226-5769

Inspector(s Agency/TitTe _ Telephone

M&Mww

Installation Activity {(mark only one box) Inspection Form(s) ..
71 +reatmenty/Storage A+sposal per 40 CFR §265.1 andyée‘r A
Generation amerter—Trarspertation
D Treatment/Storage/Disposal (No Generation or Transportation) A
G Generation and Transportation B,C
D Generation Only ' B
D Transportation Only : ¢

A E?%

?Cx
D_) DV\w“w.l\ \o O



INSPE
Section A: SCOPE OF INSPECTION.

1. Interim status standards for
WASTES SUBJECT TO 40 CFR 26¢
D, E, and G.

2. Place an "X" in the boxiss) o
storage and disposal prrcesse
activity {(if any). Comniete

Permit application process(es; (EP:

- FORM A

itment storage or disposal of HAZARDOUS
-omplete Inspection Form A sections B, C,

2sponding to the facility's treatment,
ind generation and/or transportation
© the applicable sections and appendixes.

™ 3510-3)  Inspection Form A section(s)

S01 N storage in contas.
s02 T T storage in tanks
TO1 T ] treatment in tank:
s04 TY[ storage in surfac:
702 T T treatment in surf-
083 T ] disposal in surfac
S03 [ | storage in waste p
081 T ] disposal by tand a:
080 ] T disposal in landfi:
T03 J T treatment by incine:
T04 T T treatment in device:

impoundments, or im:

Other activities
GENERATOR T
TRANSPORTER ] [

UNoo. hdbwm¢L£§ag; Q&f§4;g_ 1

J

J
soundment Spo PPTR\ F &é3:§iF
‘mpoundment K,F
sipoundment KyF

L
ication M,F

N, F
zion 0/P

ther than tanks, surface Q
erators

APPENDIX  GN
APPENDIX TR

3. Indicate any hazardous waste prcczsses, by process code, which have been
omitted from Part A of the facility's permit application.

4. Indicate any hazardous waste processes (by process code and line number on
EPA Form 3510-3 page 1 of 5) which appear to be eligible far exclusion per
40 CFR 265.1(c). Provide a brief rationale for the possible exclusion.

" A-1 - (4-824)

e}



Section B: GENERAL FACTLITY STANDARDS: (Part 265 Subpart B)

1. Has the Regional Administrator
been notified regarding: 265,12

a. Receipt of hazardous
waste from a foreign source?

b. Facility expansion?
c. Change of owner or operator?
2. General Waste Analysis: 265.13

a. Has the owner or operator obtained
a detailed chemical and physical
analysis of the waste?

b. Does the owner or operator have
a detailed waste analysis plan
on file at the facility?

c. Does the waste analysis plan
specify procedures for inspection
and analysis of each movement of
hazardous waste from off-site?

3. Security - Do security measures include:
(if applicable) 265.14

a. Z24-Hour surveillance?
or
b. 1. Artificial or natural
barrier around facility?
and
ii. Controlled entry?

c. Danger sign(s) at
entrance?

4. Owner or operator inspections: 265,15

a. Does the owner or operator
inspect the facility for
malfunctions, deterioration,
operator errors, and dischanges
of hazardous waste that
may affect human health or .
the environment?

*Not Inspected

NI*  Remarks

o rere S

A

Y "

“ 1 Aﬂuﬁmb?i‘¥ W Acgea

BB A Eﬁbmaiﬁ agc.

Mo ad oo d e lo du o
ey §§ [P v o
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5.

Does the owner or operator
have an inspection schedule
at the facility?

If so, does the schedule address
the inspection of the following
items:

i. monitoring equipment?

1.
11

iv.

vi.

safety and emergency equipment?
security devices?

operating and structural equip-
ment (i.e. dikes, pumps, etc.)?

type of problems to be looked
foer during the inspection (e.g.
leaky fitting, defective pump,
etc.)?

inspection frequency (based upon
the possible deterioration rate
of the equipment)?

Are areas subject to spills inspect-
ed daily when in use?

Joes the owner or operator maintain
an inspection Tog or summary of
owner or operator inspections?

Does the inspection log contain the

following information:

i.
ii.

iti.

iv.

the date and time of the inspection?
the naeme of the inspector?

a notation of the observations
made?

'the date and nature of any

repairs or remedial actions?

Do personnel training records

include:

265.16

a. Job titles?

b. Job descriptions?

YES

NO NI Remarks

PRV,
mﬁm

+ BbLyc &Akddqu%f

4/82-A



YES NO NI Remarks

¢. Description of training? X

d. Records of training? \t

e. Did facility personnel receijve ‘
the required training by 5-19-817 ¥

f. Do new personnel receive
required training within

5ix months? MG s w

9. Do perscnnel training records ' 3w\»~ng« w%
indicate that personnel have w
taken part in an annual review X .

of initital training? _ o T7 A\ V@M(\m

If required, are the following special 2 -~ Do ?‘"‘ig"“‘“
requirements for ignitable, reactive,
or incompatible wastes addressed? 265.17

a- Special handling? \5\@\
{
b. No smoking signs? _‘}*
c. Separation and protection .
from ignition sources? X
B-3

4/82-A



Section C: PREPAREDNESS AND PREVENTION: (Part 265 Subpart C)

Maintenance and Operation
of Facility: 265.31 .
YES NO NI Remarks
Is there any evidence of fire, .
explosion, or release of

hazardous waste or hazardous )(

waste constituent?

if required, does the facility
have the following eguipment: 265.32

a. Internal communications aor ’K

alarm systems?

b. Telephone or 2-way radios \&

at the scene of operations?

¢. Portable fire extinguishers,
fire control, spill control
equipment and decontamination
equipment? 7{

¥

Indicate the volume of water and/or foam available for fire control:

Testing and Maintenance of
Emergency Equipment: 265.33

a. Has the owner or operator
established testing and
maintenance procedures

for emergency equipment? A N oasy Y balT

b. Is emergency equipment
maintained in operable
condition? X

Has- owner or operator provided
immediate access to internal
atarms? (if needed) ' 265.34 >(

Is there adequate aisle space

for unobstructed movement? }(

Has the owner or operator. attempted
to make arrangements with local

authorities in case of an emergency

at the facility?. X w.aﬂ__

C-1

4/82-A



section D: CONTINGENCY PLAN AND EMERGENCY PROCEDURES: (Part 265 Subpart D)

YES NO NI Remarks

}. Deces the Contingency Plan contain the y
following information: .52

a. The actions facility personnel
must take to comply with
§265.51 and 265.56 in response
to fires, explosions, or any
unplanned release of hazardous
waste? (If the owner has a Spill
Prevention, Control, and Counter-
measures (SPCC) Plan, he needs
only to amend that plan to
incorporate hazardous waste
management provisions that are
sufficient to comply with the
requirements of this Part {as
applicable.)

<

b. Arrangements agreed by local

police departments, fire departments Ch\,a;ka, QULL-~~-;i3 %FJJ
hospitals, contractors, and State . % p

and local emergency response teams

to coordinate emergency services

pursuant to §265.377 o _Ei_

c. Names, addresses, and phone
numbers (office and home) of all
persons qualified to act as _
emergency coordinators? K

d. A list of all emergency equinment
at the facility which includes the -
Tocation and physical description ‘
of each item on the list and a K
brief outline of its capabilities?

e. An evacuation plan for facility per-
sonnel where there is a possibil-
ity that evacuation could be neces-
sary? (This plan must describe
signal{s) to be used to begin evacua-
tion, evacuation routes, and alternate
evacuation routes?) )(

2. Are copies of the Contingency Plan
available at the site and local
emergency organizations? 265,53 A

D-1




YES NO NI Remarks

Emergency Coordinator 265.55

a. 1s the facility Emergency )
Coordinator identified?

b. Is coordinator familiar with _
all aspects of site operation )(
and emergency prccedures?

¢. Does the Emergency Cocrdinator
have the authority to carry out
the Centingency Plan?

Emergency Procedures 265.56

If an emergency situation has occurred

at this facility, has the Emergency

Coordinator followed the emergency

procedures listed in 265.567 MR

D-2
4/82-A



Section E; MANIFEST SYSTEM, RECORDKEEPING, AND REPORTING: (Part 265 Subpart E)

YES NO NI Remarks

** 1, Use of Manifest System  265.71

a. Does the facility follow the
procedures listed in §265.71 for \Q} g?ﬁf
processing each manifest?
(Particularly sending a copy of
the signed manifest back to the
generator within 30 days after
delivery.)

b. Are records of past shipments
retained for 3 years?

*%* 7. Does the owner or operator meet
requirements regarding manifest \:3 S;*r
discrepancies? 265.72
. \

** Not appiicable to owners or operators
of on-site facilities that do not
receive any waste from off-site sources.

3. Operating Record 265.73
a. Does the owner or operator

maintain an operating {{\IB ckéthgﬁiis ‘;kiziig\syx gvuuﬁwale

record as required in ' ~

265.73? % M"M\mﬂﬂm
\

b. Does the operating record
contain the following
information:

i. The method{s) and date(s)
of each waste's treatment,
storage, or disposal as
required in 40 CFR Part 265
Appendix I?

ii. The location and quantity of
~ each hazardous waste within the
facility? (This information
should be cross-referenced
to specific manifest number,
if waste was accompanied by
by a manifest.)

*x*i{j. A map or diagram of each
cell or disposal area

*%% gnly applies to disposal E-1 4/82-A
facilities



showing the location and
quantity of each hazardous
waste? (This information
should be cross-referenced
to specific manifest
number, if waste was
accompanied by a manifest.)

iv. Records and results of all
waste analyses, ftrial tests,
monitoring data, and operator
inspections?

v. Reports detailing all
incidents that required
implementation of the
Contingency Plan?

vi. A1l closure and post closure
costs as applicable?

4. Availabiiity of Records 265.74

Are all facility records required
under 40 CFR Part 265 available for
inspection?

S.**Unmanifested Waste Reports 265.76

a. Has the facility accepted any
hazardous waste from an off-site
generator subject to 40 CFR 262.20
without a manifest or or shipping
paper?

b. If "a" is yes, provide the identity
of the source of the waste and a
description of the quantity, type,
and date received for each unmani-
fested hazardous waste shipment.

% *

any hazardous from off-site sources.

YES WO

NI

Remarks

X

Wik

E-2

Not applicable to owners or operators of on-site facilities that do not receive

4/82-A



Section F - GROUNDWATER MONITORING (Part 265 Subpart F)

Complete this section for facilities that treat, store, or dispose of hazard-
ous waste in landfills, surface impoundments and/or by land treatment.

1. Has the owner or Opefator of the
facility implemented a ground-
water monitoring system? g5 gq

If

"

no", Skip to number 11.

2. Has the owner or operator of the
facility implemented an alternate
groundwater monitoring system as
described in 265.90{d)?

If "yes", skip to number 12.
If "no", continue :

3. Does the groundwater monitoring
system meet the following re-
quirements of 265.91:

de

At least one well installed
hydraulically up-gradient from
the 1imit of the waste manage-
ment area?

Indicate the total number of
up~gradient wells.

At least three wells installed
hydraulically down-gradient at
the Timit of the waste manage-
ment area?

Indicate the total number of
downgradient wells.

Are the number, locations, and
depths of all wells sufficient
to yield groundwater samples
that are representative of
groundwater under the facility

7

F-1

YES NO NI Remarks

— X

4/82-A



Sketch the locaticons of the
wells relative to the waste
management area.

d. Are the monitoring wells
constructed in accordance
with 265.91(c) (e.g. pro-
perly cased, screened,
ete.)?

Has the owner or operator
developed a written ground-
water sampling and analysis
plan that includes procedures
and techniques for: 265.92

a. Sample collection?

b. Sample preservation'and
shipment? :

c. Analytical procedures?
d. Chain of custedy control?

Does the owner or operator
follow his groundwater sampling
and analysis plan?

Is the groundwater sampling and
analysis plan maintained at the
facility?

Has the owner or operator deter-
mined the concentration or value
of all the groundwater monitoring
parameters of 265.92(b) in accord-
ance with paragraphs ¢ and d of
265.92?

F-2

YES

NO

NI

Remarks

4/82-A



YES NO NI Remarks

8. Has the owner or cperator developed
an outline of a comprehensive ground- |
water quality assesment program that
is capable of determining: 265.93

a. Whether hazardous waste or
hazardous waste constituents
have entered the groundwater?

b. The rate and extent of migra-
tion of hazardous waste or
hazardous waste constituents
in the groundwater?

¢. The concentration of hazardous
waste or hazardous waste con-
stituents in the groundwater?

*3. Has the owner or operator performed
a statistical analysis of his ground-
water mon1tor1ng data as required in

265.93(b)? X
*10. Was there a statistically significant
increase {or pH decrease) detected in
any well? X )
a. If "yes," has the owner or
operator responded in accordance
with the procedures prescribed
in 265.93 paragraphs ¢ through
f? X

Skip to number 14

11. Has the owner or Opefator prepared a
written groundwater monitoring waiver
demonstration for the facility? )&

a. Is the waiver demonstration
maintained at the facility?

b. Has the waiver demonstration
been certified by a qualified
geologist or geotechnical
engineer?

Note: Inspectors should request a copy
of the waiver document.

¢. Skip questions 12, 13, and 14.

*These requirements do not take effect until the first 6 months after November 19,
-1982. The latest date for compliance with these requirements 1s May 19, 1983.
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YES NO NI Remarks

12. Has the owner or operator
submitted an alternate "
groundwater monitoring system
to the Regional Administrator?

a. Has the plan been certified
by a qualified geologist or
geotechnical engineer?

Note: If the plan for an alternate groundwater monitoring system was not submitted
to the Regional Administrator the inspector should request a copy for review.

13. Does the alternate groundwater
monitoring plan address the
requirements of 265.90(d)?

14. Does the owner or operator submit
reports and maintain records as
required in 265,947

F-4 4/82-A



section G - CLOSURE AND POST CLOSURE {Part 265 Subpart G)

YES NO NI Remarks
1. Closure 265.112

a. Is the facility closure X
ptan available for inspection?

b. Does the plan identify: -

i. maximum extent unclosed dur~

ing facility life? X
ii. maximum hazardous waste in-

ventory? b
iv. estimated year of closure? ¥,

v. schedule of closure activities? M

¢. Has closure begun? N

*2. Post-Closure 265.118

d. Is the post-closure plan available
for inspection? — B gb\”

b. Does this plan contain:

i. description of groundwater
monitoring activities and
frequencies?

ii. description of maintenance
activities and frequencies
for

AA. integrity of cap, final
cover, or containment
structures, where appli-
cable

BB. facility monitoring equip-
ment

i1i. name, address, and phone number
of person or office to contact
during post-closure care period?

¢. Has the post-closure period begun?

d. Is the written post-closure cost
estimate available? 265.144

*Applies only to disposal facilities.
| G-1 4/82-A



Section I ~ USE AND MANGEMENT OF CONTAINERS (Part 265, Subpart 1)

YES NO NI Remarks

Are containers in good condition? 265,171 X

Are containers compatible with waste A
in them? 265.172 )(

Are containers managed to prevent leaks? x

265.173 * !
Are containers stored closed? ¥ :
Are containers inspected weekly for leaks
and defects.
Are ignitable and reactive wastes stored 265.176
at least 15 meters (50 feet) from the ’
facility property line? (Indicate if
waste is ignitable or reactive). )( -

Are incompatible wastes stored in sepa- . ' é
rate containers? (If not, the provisions
of 40 CFR 265.17(b) apply). 265.177

Are containers of incompatible waste
separated or protected from each other

by physical barriers or sufficient
distance?

o i A e g A



Section K - SURFACE IMPOUNDMENTS {Part 265, Subpart K)

Do surface impoundments have
at least 60 cm (2 feet) of .
freeboard? 25 222

Do earthen dikes have protective
covers?  265.223

Are waste analyses done when the
impoundment is used to store a
substantially different waste
than before? 265.225

Is the freeboard level inspected
at least daily? 265.226

Are the dikes inspected weekly
for evidence of leaks or
deterioration?

Are reactive & ignitable wastes
rendered non-reactive or non-
ignitable before storage in a
surface impoundment? (If

waste 15 rendered non-reactive
or non-ignitable, see treatment
requirements.) 265.229

Are incompatible wastes stored
in different impoundments? (If
not, the provisions of 40 CFR

265.17(b) apply.) 265.230

YES

NO

NI

Remarks

LN
X

e st \éhth;i} M;;

ﬁéwaﬂ\g%ﬁj

ROswe,

L

N

K-1
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~ Appencix GN
Section A: Scope
1. Complete this Appendix if the owner or opefator of a TSD facility also generates
hazardous waste that i1s subsequently shipped off-site for treatment, storage,
or disposal.

Section B: MANIFEST REQUIREMENTS (Part 262, Subpart B)

YES NO NI Remarks

(1) Does the operator have copies of the manifest
available for review? 262.40 y(

(2) Examine manifests for shipments in past €
months. Indicate approximate number of -~
manifested shipments during that period. 5

{3} Do the manifest forms examined contain the
following information: (If possible, make
copies of, or record information from, mani=-
fest(s) that do not contain the critical
elements). 262.21

a. Manifest document number?

b. ‘Name, mailing address, telephone
number, and EPA ID number of
Generator

c. HName and EPA ID Number of
Transporter{s)?

d. Name, address, and EPA ID
Number Designated permitted
facility and alternate facility?

e. The description of the waste(s)
(DOT shipping name, DOT hazard
class, DOT identification number)?

H<_ o <. |~ PL

f. The total quantity of waste(s) and
the type and number of containers
Toaded?

g. Required certification?

P

¥

h. Required signatures? )(

(4) Reportable exceptions  262.42

a. For manifests examined in {2) (except for shipments within the Tast 35 days),
enter the number of manifests for which the generator has NOT received a
signed copy from the designated facility within 35 days of the date of ship-
ment. O

b. For manifests indicated in (4a), enter the number for which the generator
has submitted exception reports (40 CFR 262.42) to the Regional Administra-
tor. -~
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Section C: PRE-TRANSPORT REQUIREMENTS (Part 262, Subpart C)

: YES NO NI Remark s
Is waste packaged in accordance

with DOT regulations?

(Required prior to movement of
hazavrdous waste off-site}) 2g2 3

Are waste packages marked and labeled
in accordance with DCT regulations
concerning hazardous waste materials?
(Required for movement of hazardous

waste off-site) 262.31 262.32

If required, are placards available to
transporters of hazardous waste? 9g2 33

On-site accumulation of generated hazardous wastes. A HWMF may accumulate hazardous
waste it generates either (A) in its storage facility [265.1(b)] or (B) in accordance
with 40 CFR 262.34 [see 265.7(c)(7)]. Option B restricts all accumulation to tanks

-,

and containers. If the installaticon elects option A, check this box and skip

to Section D. If the installation elects option B, complete the following observa-

tions: See 40 CFR 262.34 January 11, 1982 Revision w i

a. Is each container clearly marked Pael 28 VGBS
with the start of accumuiation - ! :
date? _ i Mﬁ-&h&\—-—:}w

T Yo 2%, HET

b. Have more than 90 days elapsed since

the date inspected in {a)? \i

¢. Do wastes remain in accumulation tanks
for more than 90 days? ‘ﬁ\ﬁ\

d. Is each container asé=tawk labeled or
marked clearly with the words "Hazardous

Waste"? _xv

Section D: - RECORDKEEPING AND REPORTING (Part 262, Subpart D)

YES NOQ NI Remarks

. Are all test results and analyses

needed for hazardous waste deter-
minations retained for at least

three years? sp5 4p _ﬁv

Section E: - INTERNATIONAL SHIPMENTS (Part 262, Subpart E}

1.

Has the installation imported or
exported Hazardous Waste? 262.50 — _:yi

(If answered Yes, complete the following
as applicable.}

a. Exporting Hazardous waste; has a
generator:

GN-2 4/82-A
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION 5
230 SOUTH DEARBORN ST.
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60604

REPLY TQ THE ATTENTION GF:

MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Vacation ) / <j/
! ¢ B %‘E’FR l 8\
FROM: Rodger Field ) ’

Assistant Regional Counsel

TO: Mary Gade, Chief Barbara Magel
SWERB Section Chief

I will be on vacation from August 16 through September 13. I
can be reached c¢/o Wada 1-4-19 Himonya, Meguro-Ku, Tokyo 152
Japan. The telephone number is Japan is 712/4737.

Matters which may require attention in my absence are:

1. Ford Sterling — RCRA Complaint

This matter involves groundwater monitoring regquirements for

.. two surface impoundments which Ford claims are unregulated
(by virtue of the fact that final disposal took place before

1980). Ford has agreed to close the impoundments anyway, and
has submitted a closure plan. We have waited to finalize the
CAFO pending approval of the plan. The plan is now approved.
The hitch is that the approval contains a requirement for
groundwater monitoring to determine past releases. This was
not included in earlier technical discussions with Ford, and
may raise a problem. I forwarded a revised CAFO to Ford on
August 12. They are considering the matter. Norm Bernstein
of Ford (313/ 322-4891) will call Tom Daggett. We must advise
Judge Greene of status by the end of first week in September,
(9/6). 1If Ford rejects deal, we should advise Judge Greene
to set the matter down for a hearing. If Ford accepts, we
can simply advise Judge Greene that it has settled. Tom
Daggett is handling this for me. Ron Kolzow is technical
contact. George Hamper (6-6143) is the permit writer for

the c¢losure plan.



2. Raser Tanning

We have obtained default judgments against both defendants.

A certificate of judgment was recently field in the Ashtabula
County Court with respect to these judgments. I have written
to both defendants concerning this obligation. I have also
spoken to Carey Sheldon by telephone. He will respond in
writing as to what he can (will} do. I have deferred post-
judgment proceedings until receipt of his response. I think
the matter can await my return. Tom Daggett will handle this.

3. Coshocteon

The City has requested a reduction in the frequency of

sampling, and a response is in the sign-off chain. The

city is also arranging for the next phase of the cleanup of

the "drum pit" area. Art Kleinrath is the technical contact
(6-7254) and will stay on top of this. Tim Conway is co-counsel
and will handle matters in my absence.

4, Pristine.

The RI/FS is ongoing, and we have recently sent out over 70
Information Request. These are dribbling in. We have had

a fair number of FOIA requests which I have handled with

Alan Altur. Most such reguests can be handled by providing

some basic background documents which Mary Tyson (6-3007)} has.
Art Kleinrath (6-7254) is the technical contact who is arranging
to have the invoices put on the computer. Tom Conway is co-
counsel and will handle matters in my absence.

5. Wauconda Sand & Gravel.

A draft Consent Order has been distributed. The first
negotiating session with PRP is scheduled for August 28.
Richard Mednick is co-counsel and will handle this round of
negotiations {thanks Richard). Technical contacts are
Cindy Nolan (6-0040) and Rich Boice (6-4740).

6. Dover Chemical.

Refer any gquestions to Dan Hopkins who is the technical contact.
7. OMC

We are still awaiting the Seventh Circuit decision in the access
case. We may move to lift the stay pending appeal, but this
will depend on funding availability in light of recent decision
to pull unobligated funds previously allocated toc OMC. We

should be receiving a draft of brief on the appeal in U.S. v OMC.
Pam Rekar will continue to handle these matters in my absence.



8. Novaco

I have asked Russ Hart to send a follow-up letter to PRP to
respond to our Information Request. Tim Conway will review
draft F/S which may be completed in my absence.

9. Riverdale

We may receive a substantiation from the company regarding a
confidentiality claim. Linz Audrian will prepare a draft
response in my absence.

Tom Daggett has kindly agreed to review my mail. Any other
matters may be placed in a sake bottle and set adrift in the
Pacific.

cc: Daggett, Conway, Mednick, Rekar
Kleinrath, Kolzow, Nolan, Boice, Hopkins






UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION V

IN THE MATTER OF:
DOCKET NO.: V.W-84~R-077
FORD MOTOR COMPANY

STERLING AXLE PLANT

39000 MOUND ROAD

STERLING HEIGHTS, MICHIGAN
EPA I.D. NO.: MID 044 255 420

CONSENT AGREEMENT
AND FINAL ORDER

On September 24, 1984, a Complaint was filed in this matter
pursuant to Section 3008 of the Resource Conservation and Recovery
Act, as amended, (RCRA), 42 U.5.C. 6928, and the United States
Environmental Protection Agency's Consolidated Rules of Practice
Governing the Administrative Assessment of Civil Penalties and
the Revocation or Suspension of Permits, 40 CFR Part 22. The
Complainant is the Director of the Waste Management Division,
Region V, United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S.EPA).

The Respondent is Ford Motor Company.

The parties to this action, desiring to settle this action

without formal hearing, enter into the following stipulations:

1. Respondent has been properly served with a copy of the
Complaint with Notice of Opportunity for Hearing in this
matter;

2. The Regional Administrator has jurisdiction over this
matter pursuant to Section 3008 of RCRA, 42 U.5.C. 6928;

3. Respondent owns and operates a facility in Sterling Heights,
Michigan (the "Facility"). Respondent maintains two

surface impoundments at the Facility.



2

4, Respondent, for purposes of enforcement of this Order only,
agrees not to contest the jurisdictional allegations con-
tained in the Complaint filed herein:

5. Respondent neither admits nor denies the specific factual
allegations contained in the Complaint filed herein, and
specifically does not admit to any violation of any law,
rule or regulation.

6. Respondent explicitly waives its right to request a
hearing on the allegations of the Complaint filed herein;

7. PRespondent without admitting any violation of any law,
rule or regulation, consents to the issuance of the

Order hereinafter recited, and agrees to comply therewith.

ORDER
Based on the foregoing stipulations, the parties agree to

the entry of the following Order in this matter:

The Respondent, Ford Motor Company, shall achieve and main-

tain compliance with the following requirements:

1. Respondent shall promptly close the two surface impound~
ments which it presently maintains at the Facility in
accordance with the closure plan attached here to as
Appendix A. 8aid closure plan consists of the closure plan
submitted by Respondent on April 15, 1985 as amended on
June 19, 1985 and July 25, 1985 as approved by letter of
U.S5. EPA dated August ___ , 1985. The closure rlan pro-

vides, inter alia, for disposal of sludge from the surface




3
impoundment as a hazardous waste. The foregoing, however,
does not constitute an admission by Respondent that such
waste is a hazardous waste under RCRA, nor does this
Consent Agreement and Final Order (CAFQO) constitute an
adjudication thereof. EPA and Respondent agree to make
good faith efforts to resolve any differences regarding the
closure plan.
Compliance with the terms of this Order shall constitute
complete satisfaction of the allegations in the complaint.
The payment of a civil penalty shall be waived provided
Respondent achieves compliance with the requirements of
this Order.
Respondent shall pay to U.S. EPA stipulated penalties in
the amount of Seven Hundred Fifty ($750.00) per week for
failure to meet any reguirement contained in this CAFO
or the approved closure plan.
Respondent shall immediately comply (if it is not already
doing so) with all the requirements for generators of
hazardous waste contained in 40 CFR Part 262.
In the event of a delay in achieving compliance with
any of the requirements of this Order or in the Closure

Plan because of circumstances beyond the control of Re-



4
spondent, such delay shall not give rise to any penalty
or be deemed a violation of this Order and the time for
compliance shall be extended accordingly, provided, however,
that increased costs by themselves, shall not be deemed a
circumstance beyond Respondent's control for purpose of
this provision and provided further that reasonable
written notice is given to EZPA of the reasons for and
anticipated duration of such delay. Respondent shall take
steps reasonably available to minimize the delay.
Notwithstanding any other provision of this Order, an en-
forcement action may be brought pursuant to Section 7003 of RCRA
or other statutory authority should the U.S. EPA find that the
handling, storage, treatment, transportation or disposal of
solid waste or hazardous waste (if any) at the facility presents
an imminent and substantial endangerment to human health or the
environment. No defenses or objections to such finding or action

are waived by Respondent's entering into this Order.

The above Consent Agreement and Final Order is hereby con-

sented to by both of the parties to this proceeding.



Agreed this day of y 1985.

Ford Motor Company, Respondent

By

Title

Agreed this day of ; 1985.

Basil G. Constantelos, Director
Waste Management Division

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region V

Complainant

The above being agreed and consented to, it is so CRDERED

this day of ; 1985.

valdas V. Adamkus

Regicnal Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region V



& UNITED STATES

2 &-6 ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
= . . 5 REGION 5
§ - 3 230 SOUTH DEARBORN ST.
%, S CHICAGO. ILLINOIS 60604
4L prOtE

REPLY TO ATTENTION OF:

Norman W, Bernstein, Esqg.

Office of General Counsel

Ford Motor Company 11 JUL 1885
The American Road

Dearborn, Michigan 48121

Re: BSterling Axle Plant

Dear Norm:

Since I was unable to speak to you by telephone this week, I
have incorporated my comments on your revised CAFO into a new

draft for your review. As you probably know, we have already
provided written technical comments on the closure plan.

After you have had an opportunity to review this draft (which

contains what I believe are minor revisions), please telephone
me so that we may finalize the CAFO.

We must report to Judge Greene next week on the status of settle-
ment, and I expect that we can agree upon final language by then.

Very truly yours,

N
)ov)a (" frl

Rodger Field
Agsistant Regional Counsel



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION V

IN THE MATTER OF:
DOCKET NO.: V.W-84-R-077
FORD MOTOR COMPANY

STERLING AXLE PLANT

39000 MOQUND ROAD

STERLING HEIGHTS, MICHIGAN

EPA I.D. NO.: MID 044 255 420

CONSENT AGREEMENT
AND FINAL ORDER

[ I e R

On September 24, 1984, a Complaint was filed in this matter
pursuant to Section 3008 of the Rescurce Conservation and Recovery
Act, as amended, (RCRA)}, 42 U,S5.C., 6928, and the United States
Environmental Protection Agency's Consolidated Rules of Practice
Governing the Administrative Assegsment of Civil Penalties and
the Revocation or Suspension of Permits, 40 CFR Part 22. The
Complainant is the Director of the Waste Management Division,
Region V, United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S.EPA).

The Respondent is Ford Motor Company.

The parties to this action, desiring to settle this action

without formal hearing, enter into the following stipulations:

1. Respondent has been properly served with a copy of the
Complaint with Notice of Opportunity for Hearing in this
matter;

2. The Regional Administrator has jurisdiction over this
matter pursuant to Section 3008 of RCRA, 42 uU.S5,C. 6928;

3. Respondent owns and operates a facility in Sterling Heights,
Michigan (the "Facility"). Respondent maintains two

surface impoundments at the Facility.



2

4. Respondent, for purposes of enforcement of this Order only,
agrees not to contest the jurisdictional allegations con-
tained in the Complaint filed herein:

5. Respondent neither admits nor denies the specific factual
allegations contained in the Complaint filed herein, and
specifically does not admit to any violation of any law,
rule or regulation.

6. Respondent explicitly waives 1its right to reguest a
hearing on the allegations of the Complaint filed herein:;

7. Respondent without admitting any violation of any law,
rule or regulation, consents to the issuance of the

Order hereinafter recited, and agrees to comply therewith.

ORDER
Based on the foregoing stipulations, the parties agree to

the entry of the following Order in this matter:

The Respondent, Ford Motor Company, shall achieve and main-

tain compliance with the following reguirements:

1., Respondent shall promptly close the two surface impound-
ments which it presently maintains at the Facility in
accordance wwith 40 CFR Part 265, Subpart G. To accomplish
the foregoing, Respondent submitted to U.S. EPA on April 15,
1985, and amended on June 19, 1985, a closure plan for the
two surface impoundments pursuant to 40 CFR 265.112 (here-
inafter the "closure plan"). The closure plan provides,

inter alia, for disposal of sludge from the surface impound-




ments as a hazardous waste. The foregoing, however, does
not constitute an admission by Respondent that such waste

is a hazardous waste under RCRA, nor does this

Consent Agreement and Final Order (CAFO) constitute an
adjudication thereof. FEPA and Respondent agree to make

good faith efforts to resolve any differences regarding the
closure plan.

Upon approval of the closure plan by the U.5. EPA, Re-
spondent will implement said closure plan in accordance

with its terms and shall complete closure activities re-
lated to the two surface impoundments in accordance with the
schedule in said closure plan. If the U.S. EPA does not
approve the closure plan, Respondent shall implement the
closure plan in accordance with modifications made by

U.S. EPA or submit a new plan to U.S. EPA within 30 days

of receipt of notice of disapproval. In the event Respondent
submits a new closure plan, it shall implement the new
closure plan in accordance with U.S. EPA approval or modific-
ations as the case may be. If Respondent fails to submit a
new closure plan within said 30 day period, Respondent shall
implement the original closure plan in accordance with

any modifications made by U.S. EPA.

Compliance with the terms of this Order shall constitute
complete satisfaction of the allegations in the complaint.
The payment of a civil penalty shall be waived provided
Respondent achieves compiiance with the requirements of

this Order.

Respondent shall pay to U.S,., EPA stipulated penalties in




the amount of Seven Hundred Fifty ($750.00) per week for
failure to meet any requirement contained in this CAFO
or the approved closure plan.

5. Respondent shall immediately comply (if it is not already
doing so) with all the requirements for generators of
hazardous waste contained in 40 CFR Part 262.

6. 1In the event of a delay in achieving compliance with
any of the requirements of this Order or in the Closure
Plan because of circumstances beyond the control of Re-
spondent, such delay shall not give rise to any penalty
or be deemed a violation of this Order and the time for
compliance shall be extended accordingly, provided, however,
that increased costs by themselves, shall not be deemed a
circumstance beyond Respondent's control for purpose of
this provision and provided further that reasonable
written notice is given to EPA of the reasons for and
anticipated duration of such delay. Respondent shall take
steps reasonable available to minimize the delay.

Notwithstanding any other provision of this Order, an en-

forcement action may be brought pursuant to Section 7003 of RCRA
or other statutory authority should the U.S. EPA find that the
handling, storage, treatment, transportation or disposal of

solid waste or hazardous waste (if any) at the facility presents
an imminent and substantial endangerment to human health or the
environment. No defenses or‘objections to such finding or action

are waived by Respondent's entering into this Order.



5

The above Consent Agreement and Final Order is hereby con-

sented to by both of the parties

to this proceeding.

Agreed this day of , 1985,
Ford Motor Company, Respondent

By

Title

Agreed this day of , 1985,

Basil G. Constantelos, Director
Waste Management Division

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Region V
Complainant

The above being agreed and consented to, it is so ORDERED

this day of

r 1985,

Valdas v. Adamkus
Regional Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Region V



Office of the General Counsel Ford Motor Company

The American Road
Dearborn, Michigan 48121

June 19, 1985

Rodger C. Fileld, Esgq.
Asst. Regional Counsel
U.S. EPA

Region V

230 South Dearborn Street
Room 1646

Chicago, Illinois 60604

Re: In the ﬁatter of Ford Motor Company -
Sterling Axle Plant (Docket No. V-W-84-B-077)

Dear Mr. Field:
Enclosed herewith are:

1. a revised draft of the Consent Agreement and Final
Order; and

2., an amendment to the closure plan submitted by
Ford on April 15, 1985. The amendment revises the
schedule for finmal closure. The attached page should
be substituted for the page containing Section I.D. in
the originally filed version of the plan.

As you know, the amendment to the plan has been
necessitated by the time needed for the Agency to complete its
review and to furnish comments to Ford. We understand that we
are to receive such comments shortly but that approval will be
further delayed because of the need for public notice and
comment. Since construction work will be substantially delayed
by the onset of winter in Michigan, a new completion date of
July 1, 1986 has been provided for, This date, however, assumes
that excavation can begin by August 15, 1985 and is also subject
to the force majeure provisions of the Consent Order.

Please distribute copies of the substitute page as rapidly
as possible to the Agency personnel responsible for the review
and public notice processes.



Rodger C. Field, Esq.
June 19, 1985
Page 2

1f there are any questions or problems regarding the
revised draft of the Order, please do not hesitate to call me.

Your cooperation is sincerely-dppreciated.

orman W. Bernstein
Associate Counsel
Attachments



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION V

IN THE MATTER OF: )
) DOCKET NO.: V-W-84-R-077

FORD MOTOR COMPANY );

STERLING AXLE PLANT ) CONSENT AGREEMENT

39000 MOUND ROAD ) AND FINAL ORDER

STERLING HEIGHTS, MICHIGAN )

EPA I.D., No.: MID 044 255 420 )

On September 24, 1984, a Complaint was filed in this matter
pursuant to Section 3008 of the Resource Conservation and Recovery
Act, as amended, (RCRA), 42 U.S.C, §6928, and the United States
Environmental Protection Agency's Consolidated Rules of Practice
Goverming the Administrative Assessment of Civil Penalties and the
Revocation or Suspension of Permits, 40 CFR Part 22, The
Complainant is the Director of the Waste Management Divisiomn, Region
V, United States Environmental Protectlon Agency (U.S. EPA). The
Respondent is Ford Motor Company.

The parties to this action, desiring to settle this action
without formal hearing, enter into the following stipulations:

1. Respondent has been properly served with a copy of the
Complaint with Notice of Opportunity for Hearing in this
matter,

2. The Regional Administrator has jurisdiction over this matter
pursuant to Section 3008 of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. §6928;

3. Respéndent owns and operates a facility in Sterling Heights,
Michigan, located at 39000 Mound Road, Sterling Heights,
Michigan (the "Facility”). Respondent maintains two surface

impoundments at the Facility;



Respondent, for purposes of enforcement of this Order only,

agrees not to contest the jurisdictional allegations

"contained in the Complaint filed herein;

Respondent neither admits nor denies the specific factual
allegations contained in the Complaint filed herein but
explicitly denies any violation of any law, rule or
regulation;

Respondent explicitly waives 1its right to request a hearing
on the allegations of the Complaint filed herein;
Respondent, without admitting any violation of any law, rule
or regulation, consents to the issuance of the Order
hereinafter recited, and agrees to comply therewith,.

ORDER

Based on the foregoing stipulations, the parties agree to the

entry of the followilng Order in this matter:

The Respondent, Ford Motor Company, shall achieve and maintain

compliance with the following requirements at the Facility:

1.

Respondent shall promptly, as provided herein, close the two
surface impoundments which it presently maintains at the
Facility. To accomplish the foregoing, Respondent submitted
to U. S. EPA on April 15, 1985, and amended on June 19,
1985, a closure plan for the two surface impoundments
pursuant to 40 CFR 265.112 (hereafter the closure "ﬁlan").

The closure plan provides, inter alia, for disposal of

gludge from the surface impoundments as a hazardous waste.
The foregoing, however, does not constitute an admission by
Respondent that such waste 1s a hazardous waste under RCRA,

nor does this Consent Agreement and Final Order (CAFO0)



constitute an adjudication thereof. The U.S. EPA agrees to
expedite its review of the plan and to attempt to provide
Rgspondent with any comments thereon prior to Jume 30,
1985. EPA and Respondent will meet promptly and make a good
faith effort to resolve any differences regarding the plan.
If the U.S. EPA does not approve the plan, Respondent must
modify the plan or submit a new plan for approval within 30
days of receipt of notice of disapproval.

Upon approval of the closure plan by the U.S. EPA,
Respondent will implement said closure plan in accordance
with its terms and shall complete closure activities related
to the two surface impoundments in accordance with the
schedule in said closure plan.

The entry of this CAFO terminates this action, the
allegations in the complaint are dismissed, and the payment
of a civil penalty is waived, provided Respondent achieves
compliance with the requirements of this Order.

If Respondent fails to meet any requirement contained in
this Order or the approved closure plan, Respondent shall
pay to U.5. EPA stipulated penalties in the amount of SEVEN
HUNDRED FIFTY DOLLARS ($750) per week for so long as such
failure continues.

Respondent shall imwmediately comply (1f it is not already
doing so) with all the requirements for generators of

hazardous waste contained in 40 CFR Part 262,



6. In the event of a delay in achieving compliance with any of
the requirements of this Order or in the Closure Plan
because of circumstances beyond the control of Respondent,
such delay shall not give rise to any penalty or be deemed a
violation of this Order and the requirements shall be
extended accordingly, provided, however, that increased
costs by themselves, shall not be deemed a citcumstance
beyond Respondent's control for purpose of this provision
and provided further that reasomable written notice 1is given
to EPA of the reasons for and anticipated duration of such
delay. Respondent shall take steps Teasonably available to
minimize the delay. In the event the parties agree to the
duration of such delay, an appropriate amendment to this
Order shall be entered. In the event the parties are unable
to agree, either party may apply to the Administrative Law
Judge, on 15 days prior written notice, for appropriate
relief.

Notwithstanding any other provision of this Crder, an
enforcement action may be brought pursuant to Section 7003 of RCRA
or other statutory authority should the U.S. EPA find that the
handling, storage, treatment, transportation or disposal of solid
waste or hazardous waste (if any) at the facility presents an
imminent and substantial endangerment to human health or the
environment. No defenses or‘objections to such findings or action

are walved by Respondent's entering into this Order.



The above Consent Agreement and Final Order is hereby consented

to by both of the parties to this proceeding.

Agreed this day of , 1985,

Ford Motor Company, Respondent

By

Title

Agreed this day of , 1985,

Basil G. Constantelos, Director
Waste Management Division

U.S. Eovironmental Protection Agency
Region V

Complainant

The above being agreed and consented to, it is so ORDERED this
day of , 1985,

Valdas V. Adamkus

Regional Administrator

U.S5. Environmental Protection Agency
Region V



Revised: 06-19-85

B. Estimate of Amor .~ [ Inventory in Surface Impounds " :s
1. Waste 0il & water ~ 750,000 Gallons (All in Northwest Impoundment)
2. Sludge - 45,000 Cu. Yds. (In Both Impoundments)

C. Inventory of Auxiliary Equipment

No Ford Motor Company - Sterling Plant equipment will be used during
closure activities. All dredging, dewatering, and transportation will be
contracted to firms that specialize in waste removal and that furnish their
own equipment.

D. Schedule of Final Closure
1. Final Dates Wastes were Deposited
a. Northeast Impoundment: Fall, 1970
b. Northwest Impoundment: August, 1980

2. Start Excavation of Sludge and Residue from Northeast and Northwest
Surface Impoundments: August 15, 1985

NOTE: The August 15, 1985 start date is predicated on EPA approval
of this Closure Plan, as submitted, after the required Public Notice,
and prior to August 13, 1985,

3. PFollowing excavation, soil samples to be taken to confirm that sludge
and residues have been removed (Refer to Section III B for procedures
to be used to insure that 31l waste is removed from surface
impoundments.)

4. Target date for completion of closure of Northeast and Northwest
Surface Impoundments: July 1, 1986%

NOTE: Adherence to the July 1, 1986 target date is dependent upon
acceptance of waste shipments at the disposal site (Wayne Disposal,
Inc.). Until September, 1985, approximately 8-9 loads per day will be
shipped due to capacity limitations at the landfill. With activation
of the landfill's new cell excavation and hauling is expected to be
accelerated.

5. Surface impoundments closure certification will be sent to U.S. EPA
within sixty (60) days after closure, as described in Paragraph I.D. 4,
is complete.

II. REMOVING ALL INVENTORY

A, Maximum Amount of Inventory On-Site
Refer to I. (B) above.

B. Methods and procedures for treating, removing and disposing of Inventory
from Surface Impoundments
1. Waste oil will be tested and removed from the impoundment for reclaim
in accordance with applicable federal and state regulations.

2. Wastewater will be discharged into the Plant's process wastewater
system where it will be properly treated at the Plant's wastewater
pretreatment facility.

i/ In the event excavation is not started by August 15, 1985 because of EPA

non-approval of the plan or for any other reason beyond Ford's control this date
will be extended.



7 oJun 1382

£




g MAY 1885

Norman W. Bernstein, Esqg.
Associate Counsel

Ford Motor Company

The American Road
pearborn, Michigan 48121

Re: Ford-Sterling
V-l—-84R 077

Dear Norm:
As discussed, we are forwarding a draft order resolving the
referenced action. After you review, kindly call me at your

earliest convenience so that we may finalize this matter.

Thank you for your attention.

Very truly yours,

Rodger C. Field
Assistant Regicnal Counsel

Enclosure

50RC: RField/ba 4/29/85
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION V

IN THE MATTER OF: )

) DOCKET NO.: V-W-84-R-077
FORD MOTOR COMPANY )
STERLING AXLE PLANT ) CONSENT AGREEMENT
39000 MOUND ROAD ) AND FINAL ORDER
STERLING HEIGHTS, MICHIGAN )
EPA I.D. No.: MID 044 255 420 )
On September 24, 1984, a Complaint was filed in this matter pursuant to
Section 3008 of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, as amended,
(RCRAY, 42 U.S5.C. &6928, and the United States Environmental Protection
Agency's Consolidated Rules of Practice Governing the Administrative Assess-
ment of Civil Penalties and the Revocation or Suspension of Permits, 40 CFR
Part 22. The Complainant is the Director of the Waste Management Division,

Region V, United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA). The

Respondent is Ford Motor Company.

The parties to this action, desiring to settle this action without formal

hearing, enter into the following stipulations:

1. Respondent has been properly served with a copy of the Complaint

with Notice of Opportunity for Hearing in this matter;

2. The Regional Administrator has jursidiction over this matter pursuant

to Section 3008 of RCRA, 42 U.S.C, §6928;

3. Respondent owns and operates a facility in Sterling Heights, Michigan,
Tocated at 39000 Mound Road, Sterling Heights, Michigan (the "Facility").

Respondent maintains two surface impoundments at the Facility.

4, Respondent hereby admits the jurisdictional allegations contained

in the Complaint filed herein;
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Respondent neither admits nor denies the specific factual allegations

contained in the Complaint filed herein.

Respondent explicitly waives its right to request a hearing on the

allegations of the Complaint filed herein;

Respondent consents to the issuance of the Order hereinafter recited,

and agrees to comply therewith.

ORDER

Based on the foregoing stipulations, the parties agree to the entry of the

following Order in this matter:

The Respondent, Ford Motor Company, shall achieve and maintain compliance with

the following requirements:

1.

2.

Respondent shall immediately comply with all the requirements for

generators of hazardous waste contained in 40 CFR Part 262,

Respondent shall promptly close the two surface impoundments which it
presently maintains at the Facility. To accomplish the foregoing, Re-
spondent shall, within 15 days of issuance of this Order, develop and
submit to U.S. EPA a closure plan for the two surface impoundments pur-
suant to 40 CFR 265.112., The closure plan shall provide, inter alia,
for disposal of sludge from the surface impoundments as a hazardous
waste. The foregoing, however, does not constitute an admission by
Respondent that such waste is a hazardous waste under RCRA, nor does
this Consent Agreement and Final Order (CAFO) constitute an adjudication
thereof. The U.S. EPA shall approve, modify, or disapprove the plan.

If the U.S. EPA does not approve the plan, Respondent must modify the



-3 -
plan or submit a new plan for approval within 30 days of receipt
of notice of disapproval. If the U.S. EPA modifies the plan, this

modified plan becomes the approved closure plan.

Upon approval of the closure plan by the U.,S. EPA, Respondent will
impTement said closure plan in accordance with its terms and shall
complete closure activities related to the two surface impoundments

in accordance with the schedule in said closure plan.

The payment of a civil penalty shall be waived provided Respondent

achieves compliance with the requirements of this Order.

Respondent shall pay to U.S. EPA stipulated penalties in the amount of
ONE THOUSAND DOLLARS ($1,000) per week for failure to meet any require-

ment contained in this CAFO or the approved closure plan.
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Notwithstanding any other provision of the Order, an enforcement action may

be brought pursuant to Section 7003 of RCRA or other statutory authority
should the U.S. EPA find that the handTing, storage, treatment, transportation
or disposal of solid waste or hazardous waste at the facility present an

imminent and substantial endangerment to human health or the environment.

The above Consent Agreement and Final Order is hereby consented to by both

of the parties to this proceeding.

Agreed this day of , 1985,

Ford Motor Company, Respondent

By

Title

Agreed this day of , 1985,

Basil G. Constantelos, Diractor
Waste Management Division

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region V¥

Complainant

The above being agreed and consented to, it is so ORDERED

this day of , 1985,

VYaldas V. Adamkus

Regional Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region V



Mr. !‘ggmi Sﬂﬂﬁhher

Principal Staff Ennineer
Stationary Source Envirommental
Control Nffice

Ford Motor Company

One Parklane Roulevard
NDearhorn, Michican 48176

Re: Ford Sterling Plant
MID 044 285 420

Dear Mr, Amber:

The Unfted States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) has reviewed Ford
Motor Company's technical report concerning phosphating operations at the
Sterling Plant submitted February 12, 1985, Based on this review, 1.S. EPA
concludes that Ford Sterling Plant's description of phosphating operations
meets the definition of electroplating operations as used in the backaround
document for the listino of EPA Hazardous Waste Number FNO6.

U.S. EPA's decisfon is based on the following comments:

1. The definition of electreplating used in the hackeround
document for the 1isting of FOD6F waste-wastewater
treatment sludges from electroplating operations - in
40 CFR 261.31 is based on the NPDES effluent guidelines
for electroplating given at 40 CFR Part 413. There are
several subparts in these guidelines for "electroplating”
processes in which an electric current is not emploved;
for example, Subpart € - Electrolees Plating. There-
fore, the presence of an electric current is not a
prerequisite for a process to be included in "electro-
plating”,

2. 40 CFR Part 413, Subpart F - Coatings - applies teo
“chromating, phosphating or immersion plating on ferrous
or non ferrous materials®. The applicability sectien
places no restrictions on the reason why the coating is
applied to the base material,

3. The fact that the ¢ludee samples in the Mortheast and
Morthwest lagoons do not meet any of the 40 CFR Part 261
Subpart C general characteristics has no bearing on the
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sludage being a hazardous waste, 1% is a hazardous waste
because the sludge meets the definition of FOO6 given
in A0 CFR 261.31.

4. The low nickel concentration of the phosphating solution
is not relevant to the hazardous waste determination
hecause FOO6 ig wastewater treatment sludge in which the
metals are expected to be greatly concentrated. The nickel
concentrations of the sludge in the Tagoons are 65 and 52
parts per million wet even after dilution with ether non-
electroplating treatment sludges.

In summary, U.S. EPA considers the wastewater treatment plant sludge in the
sterling Plant's Mortheast and Northwest lagoons to be 2 hazardous waste from
an electroplating operation,

Should you have further questions ar comments, please feel free to contact me
at (312) 8BE-4445,

Sincerely yours,

Ronald Kolzow
Environmental Protection Specialist
BCRA Enforcement Section

cc: PRodaer C. Field, 5C

Norman ¥. Bernstein, Ferd Motor Cempany
Larry AuBuchen, MDNR

5HE-12 :RKOLZOW: ssmith:2/28/85
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WASTE MAN AGEMENT

BRANCKH
Environmental and Safety Engineering Staff One Parklane Boulevard
Ford Motor Company Dearborn, Michigan 48126

February 12, 1985

Mr. Ronald Kolzow (5HE-12)
Hazardous Waste Enforcement Branch
U.S. EPA, Region V

230 S. Dearborn St.

Chicago, I11inois 60604

Subject: Ford Sterling Plant
EPA ID No. MID 044255420

Dear Mr. Kolzow:

At our informal RCRA Settlement Conference held in Chicago on January 30,
1985, to discuss matters relating to the Ford Sterling Plant, EPA requested
that Ford submit a brief technical report concerning certain manufacturing
operations conducted at the plant. Of particular interest you will recall,
were the rinsewaters generated by and wastewater treatment of certain
manganese-iron phosphating activities ancillary to the plant's Pin Gear and
Gear Set Operations.

Attached please find a copy of the report prepared in response to your
request. Included are analytical results obtained by the plant relating to
both the composition of the wastewater treatment sludge as well as jts low
leachability.

As a separate matter and as discussed with you at our recent meeting, we
have begun preparation of a draft Closure Plan for the plant's Northeast
and Northwest Lagoons in anticipation of further direction from EPA as to
possible settlement of this case. Barring unforeseen developments, this
Closure Plan should be completed by the end of March 1985.

Very truly yours,

)
\‘ :

Jerome S. Amber

Principal Staff Engineer
Stationary Source Environmental
Control Office

313/322-4646

9/JSA31/1h
Attachment



, February 12, 1985

Ford Motor Company
Sterling Plant

SUBJECT: Wastewater Treatment Sludge/Process Description
Northeast and Northwest Surface Impoundments

BACKGROUND

Ford Motor Company Sterling Plant is an integrated manufacturing facility
which includes machining, grinding, stamping, welding, heat treating,
cleaning, painting, assembly and test operations. The plant produces auto-

motive parts for shipment to other Ford facilities, such as final assembly
plants.

PROCESS DESCRIPTION

What it is: As part of the Pin Gear and Gear Set Operations a manganese-
iron phosphate coating is applied to improve lubrication and provide wear
resistance to gears during break-in. This is the only phosphating
operation in the plant. The process consists of 1) cleaning the part with
an alkaline metal cleaner, 2) rinsing the part with clear running water,

3) rinsing the part with hot water, 4) submersing the part for 15 minutes
at 200°F in a 10% solution consisting of 1 gallon manganese-iron phosphate
to 9 gallons water, 5) rinsing the part, and 6) spraying the part with
soluble 0i1 for rust protection. The material used in this process is a
concentrated solution of nitrate-activated manganese phosphate and
phosphoric acid, containing 0.8% nickel catalyst. The only wastewater from
this process containing the phosphate material would be the rinse water
following the manganese-iron phosphate submersion which would contain
carryover from the dip tank. This source currently gontributes about 7% of
the total 500,000 gallons per day treated by and discharged from the

Sterling Plant -- approximately the same proportion of flow circa the early
1979's.

b

What it is not: It should be noted that this phosphate coating is applied
for wear resistance only (lubricity) and is not that which is typically
app11ed at assembly plants to produce a pa1nt bonding zinc phosphate coat
on automotive bodies. Also, this process is not followed by a chromic acid
rinse typically used to neutraiize residues prior to painting. It shouid
be noted that this process does not involve the us: 1 ic current or
cyanide. Accordingly, we do not consider this an "electroplating opera-

<tion" in the engineering sense, and thus the sludge generated should not be
categorized by EPA as the "listed" hazardous waste "wastewater treatment
sludge from electroplating operations", EPA waste code FOO6.

WASTEWATER TREATMENT OPERATIONS

The wastewater treatment process utilized prior to 1977 treated plant oily
wastes, accounting for most of the wastewater/sludge generated. _A
relatively small-component of the process waste stream consisted of
_phosphating rinsewater from the four manganese-iron phosphate "Lubrite"
..washers at the plant. Prior to the effective date of the RCRA regulations,
some of the sludges generated by this treatment process (using ferric

chloride and lime) were pumped to the Northeast and Northwest Tagoons.




...

In 1951 the wastewater treatment process was changed from a ferric-
chioride and lime system to a cationic polymer-ferric chloride system. As
a result, the plant no longer generates this material in its wastewater
treatment operations. No wastewater treatment sludge was disposed of in
these impoundments after 1973. The two lagoons in question contain a total
of approximately 45,000 yd> of sludge.

TESTING DATA

Lagoon samplings were performed individually using the "simple random
sampling" method, as described in EPA SW846, 2nd Edition. Analytical
results. for heavy metals as they were determined in both the filtered EP
Teachate and in the sample as received (wet) are such that the sludge is_
<not EP-toxic. In addition, the cyanide data for the sludge as received
indicates that it is essentially absent (see Attachment 1). Therefore,
these sludges being also_non-flammable, non-corrosive, and non-reactive,

should be considered to be non-hazardous based on established EPA hazardous
waste criteria.

SUMMARY

The type of phosphating operation used at the Ford Sterling plant is not

.consistent with any definitions for electroplating given in technical books
(i.e. electric current is not used and metals are not deposited on the sur-
face of the part for corrosion protection or decorative purposes). The EPA
development document (November 14, 1980) supporting its waste listings
(p. 106) states that "wastewater treatment sludges from the Tlisted
electroplating operations contain significant concentrations of the toxic
heavy metals, chromium, cadmium, and nickel and toxic complexed cyanides"...
and that "leaching tests using the extraction procedure...have shown that
these metals Teach out in significant concentrations, with some samples
failing the extraction procedure toxicity characteristics.” The manganese-
iron ,phosphate solutions used at this plant contain no cyanide, chromium or
cadmium. Material manufacturers report that their solutions contain less
than 1% nickel nitrate (less than 0.3% Ni by weight), which is used as a
catalyst.

EP Toxicity results (Attachment I) for the sludge indicate that it is not
.EP toxic, and it also meets drinking water standards for the metals
analyzed. (In the case of cadmium, the analytical sensitivity does not
permit that conclusion, but the conclusion is reasonable based on the total
amount of cadmium in the sludge). Although nickel has no drinking water
standard or EP toxicity value, the U.S. EPA has been using a health-based
standard of 0.632 mg/1 for evaluating nickel-bearing wastes. The leachate
values are well within not only the expected EP toxicity value for nickel,
i.e., 100 times 0.632 mg/1, or 63.2 mg/1, but also 10 times the standard,
i.e., 6.32 mg/1 -- ten being the factor originally proposed by the EPA to
be applied to drinking water standards to produce EP toxicity standards but
eventually determined to be too restrictive. These leachate and sludge
metal concentrations are rather low compared to the concentrations
presented for electroplating sludges in the development document.

For all of the above reasons we believe that the sludge in question is “not
capable of posing a substantial present or potential hazard to human health

or the environment". Thus, this material should not be considered a
hazardous waste.

9/KAW11/1h
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Ford Motor Company The American Road
arborn, 1chlga 48121
Svember 1, 1984

Ms. Mary Langer

Regional Hearing Clerk
U.S. EPA

Region V

230 South Dearborn Street
Chicago, Illinois 60604

Re: Complaint, Findings of Violation
and Order
Sterling Axle Plant
MID 044 255 420
V-W NO. 84 R 077 -

Dear Ms. Langer:

Please find enclosed substitute pages 8 and 9 for the
pages contained in Respondent's request for a hearing and
answer previously filed in the above matter. The original
answer inadvertently omitted paragraphs 37 and 38 on page 8
and the correction of page 8 required a retyping of page 9.

Roger Field, counsel for Complainant, has authorized
me to say that he has no objection to the}jubstitution.

Very ruly ypuys,
e

Norman W. Berns te“:fﬁ/
Associate Counsel

EY

NWB/be
Attachment

h;mﬁ/ Roger Field



AS AND FOR A FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

33. Respondent repeats and realleges all of the
allegations contained in this answer.

34. EPA had an obligation to review Respondent's
delisting petition in a reasonably diligent manner in accordance
with the then existing law.

35. EPA failed to act with reasonable diligence in
determining the merits of Respondent's delisting petition.

36. By reason of the unreasonable delay, as aforesaid, in
reviewing the delisting petition, Claimant is estopped from
alleging that the material referred to in the Complaint is
hazardous.

AS AND FOR A FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE
- 37. Respondent repeats and realleges all of the
allegations contained in this answer.

38. Claimant is barred by laches from asserting that the
material referred to in the Complaint is hazardous.

AS AND FOR A SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

39, Respondent repeats and realleges all of the
allegations contained in this answer.

40. By proceeding on an interpretation that is
inconsistent with its prior interpretation, upon which Respondent
relied, EPA is engaged in interpretative or other rule making in
viclation of the Administrative Procedure Act (or is otherwise
required to give public notice thereof, which it has not done} and

such interpretation is null and void and of no effect.




AS AND FOR A SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

41, Respondent repeats and realleges all of the
allegations contained in this answer.

42, By materially changing its interpretation of the
regulations, after Respondent has relied in good faith thereon,
without public notice or comment and/or by its unreasonable delay
in acting upon Respondent’'s delisting petition, EPA has denied
Respondent due process of law in violation of Amendment 5 to the
Constitution of the United States and in seeking penalties with
respect thereto EPA is also engaged in ex post facto legislative
rule making in Qiolation of Article I of the Constitution of the
United States.

WHEREFORE Respondent prays that the relief sought by the
Complainant be denied and the complaint be dismissed with
prejudice and without costs to Respondent.

Ford Motér Company's Sterling Plant

< ,," . *—":_-___";:'___-’h—‘
> 2 ‘
Norman W. Bernsteiln
Associate Counsel - Ford Motor Company
World Headquarters
Room 1121
Dearborn, Michigan 48121
313-322-4891




Office of the General Counsel Ford Motor Company
The American Road

SELSBT"SE *'Th 84

Ms. Mary Langer

Regional Hearing Clerk
U.5. EPA

Regicn V

230 South Dearborn Street
Chicago, Illinois 60604

Re: Complaint, Findings of Vieclation
and Order
Sterling Axle Plant
MID 044 255 420
V-W No. 84R-077

Dear Ms. Langer:

Enclosed please find the answer and request for a hearing
of Respondent in the above-entitled matter.

Very truly yours,

s ~

Norman W. Bernstein
Associate Counsel

NWB,/be
Attachment

_€c: Rodger C. Field
Asst. Regicnal Counsel



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION V

IN THE MATTER OF:

FORD MOTOR COMPANY

STERLING AXLE PLANT

39000 MOUND ROAD

STERLING HEIGHTS,
MICHIGAN

Docket No. V-W No. 84 R 077

ANSWER

N Ve Mt Mo N e Y

MID 044 255 420

The Respondent, Ford Motor Company's Sterling Plant
{formerly known as the Sterling Axle Plant) by its Counsel,
requests a hearing and answers the Complaint as follows:

Answering the first unnumbered paragraph of the Complaint,
Respondent makes no answer to said paragraph for the reason that
such allegations represent the mere conclusions of the pleader to
which no responsive pleadings are required.

Answer ing the second unnumbered paragraph of the Complaint,
Respondent neither admits nor denies the allegations contained
therein fo; lack of information or knowledge sufficient to form a
belief thereto, and therefore leaves the pleader to its proofs.

Answering the third unnumbered paragraph of the Complaint,
Respondent denies any violation of the laws or regulations cited
therein except that Respondent neither admits nor denies the
allegation contained therein with respect to 40 C.F.R. 262.34
(a)(3) for lack of information or knowledge sufficient to form a

belief thereto, and therefore leaves the pleader to its proofs.



With respect to the findings and determinations, Respondent
answers as follows:

1. Respondent makes no answer to paragraph 1 for the
reason that such allegations are the mere conclusions of the
pleader as to the legal effect of the provisions of the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) and no responsive pleading is
required. Respondent refers to the statute for terms thereof.

2. Respondent admits the allegations contained in
paragraph 2.

3. Respondent admits the publication on May 19, 1980 and
thereafter of certain regulations. With respect to the remaining
allegations in paragraph 3, Respondent makes no answer for the
reason that such allegations represent the mere conclusions of the
pleader as to the requirements and legal effect of laws and
regulations to which no responsive pleading is required.
Respondent refers to RCRA and their regulations for the terms
thereof. |

4, Respondent makes no answer to the allegations in
paragraph 4 of the Complaint which represent the mere conclusions
of the pleader as to the legal effect of certain provisions of
RCRA and regulations to which no responsive pleading is required.
Respondent refers to RCRA and the regulations for the terms
thereof.

5. Respondent admits that Ford Motor Company owns and

that it operates the described facility and that Sidney Kelly is a



registered agent for service of process. Respondent denies that it
is a Michigan corporation.

6. Respondent admits that an inspection of the facility
was conducted by the Michigan Department of Natural Resources
(MDNR) on or about June 25, 1984. Respondent neither admits nor
denies the remaining allegations contained in paragraph 6 for lack
of information or knowledge sufficient to form a belief thereto
and therefore leaves the pleader to its proofs.

7. Respondent denies the allegations of paragraph 7.

8. Respondent admits that no waste has been deposited in
the two surface impoundments since August, 1980. Respondent avers
that with respect to the northeast surface impoundment, no waste
has been disposed cof in or removed from this impoundmont since the
northwest impoundment was completed in about the fall of 1970.
Respondent additionally avers with respect to the northwest
sur face impoundment tﬁat no waste water treatment sludge was
disposed of in this impoundment since on or about January 9, 1973
and that this impoundment was also used for the disposal of storm
pond dredgings. The last disposal of such dredgings occurred in
or about August of 1980. Respondent denles the remaining
allegations in paragraph 8.

9. Respondent denies that the two surface impoundments
are either "active" facilities or "storage" facilities, denies the
conclusion of law as to the definition of "storage" contained in
the second sentence of paragraph 9, denies that it is required to
comply with the cited regulations and makes no answer to the other

allegations of paragraph 9 since such allegations represent the



mere conclusions of the pleader as to which no responsive pleading
is required.

10. Respondent admits that it has not submitted a Part A
permit application and that no permit was received, denies that
any permit was required, and denies the remaining allegations of
paragraph 10.

11. Respondent makes no answer to the allegations of
paragraph 11 for the reason that such allegations represent the
mere conclusions of the pleader as to the legal effect of certain
regulations to which no answer is required. Respondent refers to
the regulations for the terms thereof.

12, Respondent admits that a petition was filed with the
Administrator of the United States Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA} on August 19, 1983 which asserted that the wastes should not
e considered RCRA hazardous wastes and sought to exclude the
Sterling Plant wastewater treatment sludge in the two surface
impoundments from classification as a listed hazardous waste and
denies thaE such application was based on information provided to
the MDNR as alleged.

13, Respondent makes no answer to the allegations of
paragraph 13 for the reason that such allegations represent the
mere cénclusions of the pleader as to the legal effect of certain
regulations to which no answef is regquired. Respondent refers to
the regulations for the terms thereof.

14. Respondent admits that the petition to delist waste
has not yet been approved by the Administrator of EPA and denies

the remaining allegations of paragraph 14.



15. Respondent makes no answer to the allegations of
paragraph 15 for the reason that such allegations represent the
mere conclusions of the pleader as to the legal effect of certain
regulations to which no answer is required. Respondent refers to
the requlations for the terms thereof.

16. Respondent denies the allegations of paragraph 16
except that it admits that as of June 25, 1984 it had not
implemented a groundwater monitoring program and did not have a
written groundwater waiver demonstration for the surface
impoundments.

17. Respondent denies the allegations of paragraph 17,
except to the extent that paragraph 17 seeks to characterize the
legal effect of certain regulations, no responsive pleading is
required and Respondent refers to the regulations for the terms
thereof.

18. Respondent makes no answer to the allegations of
paragraph 18 for the reason that such allegations represent the
mere concl&sions of the pleader as to the legal effect of certain
regulations to which no answer is required. Respondent refers to
the regulations for the terms thereof.

19, Respondent denies the allegations of paragraph 19
except that it admits that on June 25, 1984, Respondent did not

provide a written operating record for the surface impoundments.



20. Respondent makes no answer to the allegations of
paragraph 20 for the reason that such allegations represent the
mere conclusions of the pleader as to the legal effect of certain
regulations to which no answer is required. Respondent refers to
the regulations for the terms thereof.

21. Respondent denies the allegations of paragraph 21
except that it admits that on June 25, 1984, Respondent did not
provide a closure plan for the surface impoundments.

22. Respondent makes no answer to the allegations of
paragraph 22 for the reason that such allegations represent the
mere conclusions of the pleader as to the legal effect of certain
regulations to which no answer is required. Respondent refers to
the regulations for the terms thereof.

23. Respondent denies the allegations of paragraph 23
except that it admits that on June 25, 1984 the freeboard level
and dikes were not being inspected daily and weekly, respectively.

24, Respondent makes no answer to the allegations of
paragraph 24 for the reason that such allegations represent the
mere conclusions of the pleader as to the legal effect of certain
regulations to which no answer is required. Respondent refers to
the regulations for the terms thereof.

25, Respondent is without knowledge or information

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations of



paragraph 25, except Respondent admits that on or about June 25,
1984, two containers were not labled or clearly marked with the
words "Hazardous Waste."

AS AND FOR A FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Respondent states that the complaint fails to state a claim
upon which relief can be granted.

AS AND FOR A SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

26. Respondent repeats and realleges the allegations
contained in all paragraphs of this answers.

27. Cn or about August 1980, EPA published, regarding the
RCRA regulations, a document entitled "Hazardous Waste Management
A Guide to the Regulations" and had published preambular language
in the May 1980 RCRA regulations.

28. Claimant knew or reasonably should have known tha£
companies in the position of Respondent would rely upon the Guide
and preambular language and upon information and belief EPA
intended them to so rely.

29.- Respondent in fact relied upon the Guide and preamble
to its detriment.

30. Claimant is estopped from claiming that Respondent's
facilities are "active” and subject to the RCRA regulations.

AS AND FOR A THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

31. Respondent repeats and realleges the allegation
contained in this answer.

32, Claimant is barred by laches from asserting that
Respondent's facilities are "active" and subject to RCRA

regulations.



AS AND FOR A FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

33. Respondent repeats and realleges all of the
allegations contained in this answer.

34, EPA had an obligation to review Respondent's
delisting petition in a reasonably diligent manner in accordance
with the then existing law.

35. EPA failed to act with reasonable diligence in
determining the merits of Respondent's delisting petition.

36. By reason of the unreasonable delay, as aforesaid, in
reviewing the delisting petition, Claimant is estopped from
alleging that the material referred to in the Complaint is
hazardous.

AS AND FOR A SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

39. Respondent repeats and realleges all of the
allegations contained in this answer.

40, By proceeding on an interpretation that is
inconsistent with its prior interpretation, upon which Respondent
relied, EPA is engaged in interpretative or other rule making in
vicolation of the Administrative Procedure Act (or is otherwise
required to give public notice thereof, which it has not done) and
such interpretation is null and void and of no effect.

AS AND FOR A SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

41. Respondent repeats and realleges all of the
allegations contained in this answer.

42, By materially changing its interpretation of the

regulations, after Respondent has relied in good faith thereon,



without public notice or comment and/or by its unreascnable delay
in acting upon Respondent's delisting petition, EPA has denied
Respondent due process of law in violation of Amendment 5 to the
Constitution of the United States and in seeking penalties with

respect thereto EPA is also engaged in ex post facto legislative

rule making in violation of Article I of the Constitution of the
United States.

WHEREFORE Respondent prays that the relief sought by the
Complainant be denied and the complaint be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs to Respondent.

P
A

Ford‘Moto¢;Company's Sterling Plant
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by - -

Norman W. Bernstein -

Associate Counsel - Ford Motor Company
World Headquarters

Room 1121

Dearborn, Michigan 48121
313-322-4891



UNITED STATES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION S
230 SOUTH DEARBORN ST
CRICAGO, ILLINOIS 60604
. REPLY TO ATTENTION OF:

S5HW-13

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Sidney Kelly
Registered Agent for O g
Ford Motor Company 4 R-07 7
American Road
Dearborn, Michigan 48121
Re: Complaint,

Findings of Violation and Order

Sterling Axle Plant

MID 044 255 420

Dear Mr. Kelly:

Enclosed please find a Complaint which specifies this Agency's determination
of certain violations by your company of the Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act (RCRA)} as amended, 42 U.S.C. §6901 et seq. This Agency's
determination is based on information in our files about your facility at
39000 Mound Road, Sterling Heights, Michigan. The Findings in the Complaint
state the reasons for such a determination. In essence, the facility

violated regulations applicable to generators of hazardous waste and to owners
and operators of hazardous waste treatment, storage and disposal facilities
during the period of interim status under Sections 3002, 3004, 3005 and 3010
of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. §6922, §6924, §6925 and §6930, respectively.

Accompanying the Complaint is a Notice of Opportunity for Hearing. Should

you desire to contest the Complaint, or penalty, a written request for a
hearing is required to be filed with Ms. Mary lLanger, Regional Hearing Clerk

at the United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA), 230 South
Dearborn Street, Chicago, I1linois 60604, within thirty (30) days from receipt
of this Complaint. A copy of your request should be sent to Rodger C. Field,
Assistant Regional Counsel, U.S. EPA at the above address.
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If you have any questions, or desire to request an informal conference for
the purpose of settlement, please contact Mr. Ronald Kolzow, Waste Management

Branch, U.S. EPA, 230 South Dearborn Street, Chicago, I11inois 60604.

may be reached at (312} 886-5145.

'3

Sincerely yours, -

privE

ﬁﬁﬂBasil G. Constantelos, Difector
b) Waste Management Divisio

Enclosures

cc:

Mr. £. C. Koops

Piant Manager

Ford Motor Company, Sterling Axle Plant
39000 Mound Road

Sterling Heights, Michigan 48078

Del Rector, Director

Hazardous Waste Division

Michigan Department of Natural Resources
Lansing, Michigan 48909

Mr. Larry AuBuchon

Michigan Department of Natural Resources
Detroit District Office

15500 Sheldon

Northville, Michigan 48167

Mr. Kolzow



If you have any questions, or desire to request an informal conference for
the purpose of settlement, please contact Mr. Ronald Kolzow, Waste Management

Branch, U.S. EPA, 230 South Dearborn Street, Chicago, I1linois 60604,

may be reached at (312) 886-5145,

Sincerely yours,

Basil G. Constantelos, Director
Waste Management Division

Enclosures

=g

cc: Mr, E. C. Koops ’
Plant Manager L////

Ford Motor Company, Sterling Axle Plant
39000 Mound Road
Sterling Heights, Michigan 48078

Del Rector, Director (—

Hazardous Waste Division

Michigan Department of Natural Resources
Lansing, Michigan 48209

Mr. Larry AuBuchon
Michigan Department of Matural Resources
Detroit District Office

15600 Sheldon
Northville, Michigan 48167

bcc: Regional Hearing Clerk '
Ms. M. Friedland (WH-527) t—
U.S. EPA, Office of Waste Programs Enforcement

Rodger C. Field »~
Office of Regional Counsel

Denise Reape, Secretary L
Technical, Permits and Compliance Section
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGION V
IN THE MATTER OF: V%~ B4 R-077
FORD MOTOR COMPANY ) DOCKET NO.
STERLING AXLE PLANT ) -
39000 MOUND ROAD ) COMPLAINT, FINDINGS
STERLING HEIGHTS, MICHIGAN )

' )
MID 044 255 420 )

COMPLAINT

1CARING CLERK
U.S. ENVIRDRIERTAL
FROTECTION AGENCY
This Complaint is issued pursuant to Section 3008 of the Solid Waste

Disposal Act, as amended by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA

or the Act), 42 U.S.C. §6928{(a){1), and the United States Environmental

Protection Agency's Consolidated Rules of Practice Governing the Administrative
Assessment of Civil Penalties and the Revocation or Suspension of Permits, 40 CFR
Part 22. The Complainant is the Director of the Waste Management Division,

Region V, United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA). The Respondent
is the Ford Motor Company, Sterling Axle Plant, located at 39000 Mound Road,

Sterling Heights, Michigan.

This Complaint is based on information made available to U.S. EPA by the
Michigan Department of Natural Resources (MDNR) as a result of a compliance
inspection conducted by MDNR, as an authorized representative of the U.S. EPA,
on June 25, 1984, and upon other information contained in U.S. EPA files concern-

ing this facility.

Respondent has been determined to be in violation of 42 U.S.C. §6922, §6924,
§6925 and §6930 and regulations promulgated thereunder, in that Respondent has
failed to comply with certain standards applicable to generators of hazardous
waste and to owners and operators of hazardous waste treatment, storage and disposal

facilities. Specifically, Respondent has been determined to be in violation of
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regulations 40 CFR 262.34(a)(3), 265.73, 265.90(a), 265.91(a),

265.91(c)

, 265,92, 265,93(a), 265.93(b), 265.94(a), 265.112,

265.226, 270.10(e), and 270.70.

FINDINGS AND DETERMINATIONS

This determination of violation is based on the following:

1.

Section 3010 of RCRA requires any person who generates or
transports hazardous waste or.owns or operates a facility
for the treatment, storage or disposal of hazardous waste
to notify U.S. EPA of such activity within 90 days of the
promulgation of regulations under Section 3001 of RCRA.
Section 3010 of RCRA also provides that no hazardous waste
subject to requlation may be transported, treated, stored,
or disposed of unless the required notification has been
given, 42 U.S.C. §6930. Notification to U.S. EPA of
hazardous waste handling was required in most instances no

later than August 19, 1980.

U.S5. EPA published regqulations concerning the generation,
transportation, and treatment, storage or disposal of hazardous
waste on May 19, 1980. These regulations are codified at 40 CFR
Parts 260 through 265.

Section 3005 of RCRA requires U.S. EPA to publish regulations
requiring each person owning or operating a hazardous waste
treatment, storage, or disposal facility to obtain a RCRA
permit. Such regulations were publiished on May 19, 1980, and

are codified at 40 CFR Parts 270 and 271 (formerly Parts 122

and 123)., The regulations require that persons who treat, store,
or dispose of hazardous waste submit Part A of the permit appli-

cation in most instances no later than November 19, 1980.
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Section 3005{e) of the Act provides that an owner or operator of

a facility is authorized to operate a hazardous waste treatment,
storage or disposal facility pending final administrative
disposition of a permit application provided that: (1) the

facility was in existence on November 19, 1980; (2) the requirements
of Section 3010{(a)} of the Act concerning notification of hazardous
waste activity have been complied with; and (3) application for a
permit has heen made. This statutory authority to operate is known
as interim status. U.S. EPA requlations implementing these provi-

sions are found at 40 CFR Part 270.

Respondent owns and operates a facility located at 39000 Mound
Road, Sterling Heights, Michigan. Respondent is a Michigan
Corporation whose Registered Agent is Sidney Kelly, American

Road, Bearborn, Michigan.

A RCRA compliance inspection of the facility was conducted by

the MDNR as an authorized representative of U,S. EPA on June 25, 1984,

At the time of the inspection, it was determined that the Respondent

was storing wastewater treatment sludge from electroplating operations
in two surface impoundments. Such sludges are identified and listed

as hazardous waste number FO06 under Section 3001 of the Act, regulation

40 CFR 261,31.

No hazardous waste has been deposited in the two surface impoundments

since August, 1980,

Storage as defined in 40 CFR 260.10 occurs when waste is held for a
temporary period at the end of which the waste is treated, stored or

disposed elsewhere. A facility storing hazardous waste that was
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11.

12.

13.
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placed on-site on or before November 19, 1980, is an active storage
facility and is subject to the interim status requirements of RCRA,
even if no hazardous waste was placed on-site after November 19, 1980.
Therefore, Respondent's facility is an active storage facility and
Respondent is required to comply with the regulations at 40 CFR

Parts 265 and 270.

The storage of hazardous waste was done without a permit and with-
out having achieved interim status, in violation of Section 3005(a)
of RCRA. Interim status was not achieved because Respondent has not
submitted a Part A permit application for storage of F006 hazardous

waste as required by 40 CFR 270.10(e) and Section 3005 of RCRA.

40 CFR 265.1(b) provides in part that the standards of 40 CFR Part 265
apply to owners and operators of hazardous waste treatment, storage

or disposal facilities in existence on November 19, 1980, who failed
to provide timely notification as required by Section 3010(a) of

RCRA, and/or failed to file Part A of the permit application as

required by 40 CFR 270.10(e) and (g).

Based on information provided to the MDNR on June 25, 1984, Respondent
petitioned the U.S. EPA Administrator on August 19, 1983, to delist

hazardous waste number F006 as it applies to the Sterling Axle Plant.

40 CFR 260.22 provides that any person seeking to exclude a waste
at a particular generating facility from the lists in Subpart D of
40 CFR Part 261 may petition for a regulatory amendment under this

section. To be successful, the petitioner must demonstrate to the
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15.

16.

17-

18.

satisfaction of the U.S. EPA Administrator that the waste produced
by a particular generating facility does not meet any of the criteria

under which the waste was listed as hazardous waste.

1

The petition to delist hazardous waste FO06 for the Sterling Axle
Plant has not been approved by the Administrator. Therefore,
Respondent is subject to the requirements of Subtitle C of RCRA con-

cerning the handling of these wastes.

Regulation 40 CFR 265.90(a) requires an owner/operator to implement
a groundwater monitoring program by November 19, 1981, capablie of
determining the impact of the facility's surface impoundments on the

quality of groundwater in the uppermost aquifer underlying the facility.

At the time of the June 25, 1984, inspection conducted by MDNR,
Respondent had not implemented a groundwater monitoring program and
could not provide a written groundwater monitoring waiver demonstra-
tion for the facility. Therefore, the Respondent violated 40 CFR
265.90(a).

Regulations 40 CFR 265.91, 265.92, 265.93 and 265.94 address several
components of the groundwater monitoring program. In failing to
initiate a timely groundwater monitoring program as required in 40 CFR
265.90(a), Respondent has also violated those regulations relevant

to the groundwater monitoring program: 40 CFR 265.91(a)-groundwater
monitoring system; 265,91(c}-well construction; 265.92~sampling and
analysis; 265.93(a)-groundwater quality assessment outline; 265.93(b)-

statistical analysis; and 265.94(a) recordkeeping and reporting.

Regulation 40 CFR 265.73 requires the owner/operator of a surface

impoundment to keep a written operating record at the facility.
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20,

21.

22.

23.

24.

At the time of the June 25, 1984, 1nspéct10n conducted by the
MDNR, the Respondent was unable to provide a written operating
record for the surface impoundments. Therefore, Respondent

violated 40 CFR 265.73.

Regulation 40 CFR 265,112 requires the owner/operator of a surface
impoundment to have a written closure plan. He must keep a copy

of the closure plan and all revisions to the plan at the facility
until closure is completed and certified in accordance with 40 CFR

265.115.

At the time of the June 25, 1984, inspection conducted by the MDNR,
the Respondent was unable to provide a closure plan for the surface

impoundments. Therefore, Respondent violated 40 CFR 265.112.

Regulation 40 CFR 265.226 requires the owner/operator of a surface
impoundment to inspect both the freeboard level at least once each
operating day to ensure compliance with 40 CFR 265.222, and the

dikes at least once a week for evidence of leaks or deterioration.

At the time of the June 25, 1984, inspection conducted by the MDNR,
the freeboard level and dikes were not being inspected daily and
weekly, respectively, by the Respondent. Therefore, Respondent

violated 40 CFR 265.226.

Regulation 40 CFR 262.34({a)(3) requires a generator of hazardous
waste to label or clearly mark each container being accumulated on-

site with the words, "Hazardous Waste".
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25. At the time of the June 25, 1984, MDNR inspection, Respondent
accumulated two containers of hazardous waste that were not
marked with the words, "Hazardous Waste". Therefore, Respondent

violated 40 CFR 262.34{(a)(3).

®

ORDER

Respondent having been initially determined to be in violation of 42 U.S.C.
§6922, §6924, §6925 and §6930, the following Compliance Order pursuant to
42 U.S.C., §6928(a)(1l) is entered:

A. Respondent shall immediately comply with all the requirements for

generators of hazardous waste contained in 40 CFR Part 262.

B. Respondent shall, within 45 days of receipt of this Order, cease
all treatment, storage or disposal of hazardous waste at the
facility except such treatment, storage or disposal as shall be
in complete compliance with the Standards Applicable to Owners
and Operators of Hazardous Waste Treatment, Storage and Disposal

Facilities, 40 CFR Part 265,

C. Respondent shall, within 30 days of receipt of this Order, provide

U.S. EPA with the following:

1. A groundwater monitoring program in accordance with 40 CFR
265.90 which is consistent with the requirements of 40 CFR
265.91 and which includes both a schedule for installation
and operation of the monitoring system and a schedule for
complying with the recordkeeping and reporting requirements

of 40 CFR 265.94;

2. A groundwater sampling and analysis plan in accordance with

40 CFR 265.92:
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3. An outline of a groundwater guality assessment program in

accordance with 40 CFR 265.93; and

4, A closure plan that identifies the steps necessary to
completely or partially closé the facility at any point
during its intended operating Tife and to completely
close the facility at the end of its intended operating
life. The closure plan must be consistent with the

requirements of 40 CFR 265,111 through 265.115.

D. Respondent shall, within 45 days of receipt of this Order, achieve
compliance with the requirement in 40 CFR 265.91 and 265.92 to

install, operate and maintain a groundwater monitoring system.

Notwithstanding any other provisions of this Order, an enforcement action may
be brought pursuant to Section 7003 of RCRA or other statutory authority where
the handling, storage, treatment, transportation, or disposal of solid waste
or hazardous waste at the facility may present an imminent and substantial

endangerment to human health or the environment.

ASSESSMENT OF PENALTY

In view of the above, and pursuant to Section 3008{c) and (g) of RCRA, the
U.S. EPA assesses a penalty of TWENTY-FOUR THOUSAND AND SEVEN HUNDRED DOLLARS
($24,700) against the Respondent. The proposed penalty has been set at the
indicated level based upon an analysis of the seriousness of the violations
cited herein, the potential harm to human health and the environment, and the
conduct of the Respondent. Payment shall be submitted within 60 days of entry
of this Order, in the form of a certified or cashier's check made payable to

the Treasury of the United States of America and remitted to Ms. Mary Langer,
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Regional Hearing Clerk, U.S. EPA, 230 South Dearborn Street, Chicago,
I1iincis 60604.

Failure to comply with any requirement of the Order shail subject
Respondent to liability for a civil penalty of not more than $25,000,00

per day for each day such violation occurs.

NOTICE OF OPPORTUNITY FOR HEARING

The Respondent is hereby notified that the above Order may become final or a
default Order may be entered upon motion unless said person has requested

a public hearing, in writing, no later than 30 days from the date this Order is
served. You have the right to request a public hearing to contest any material
factual allegation set forth in the Complaint or the appropriateness of any
proposed compliance schedule or penalty. In the event you wish to request a hear-
ing, and to avoid having the Compliance Order become final without further
proceedings, you must file a written answer to this Complaint with Ms. Mary Langer,
the Regional Hearing Clerk, U.S. EPA, Region V, 230 South Dearborn Street, Chicago,
I11inois 60604, within 30 days of your receipt of this notice. A copy of this
answer and any subsequent document filed in this action should atso be sent to

the Office of the Regional Counsel, at the same address, to the attention of

Rodger €. Field. Your answer should clearly and directly admit, deny, or explain
each of the factual allegations of which you have knowledge. Said answer should
contain (1) a definite statement of the facts which constitute the grounds of
defense, and (2) a concise statement of the facts which you intend to place at
issue in the hearing. The denial of any material fact or the raising of any

affirmative defense shall be construed as a request for a hearing.
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A copy of the Consolidated Rules of Practice Governing the Administrative
Assessment of Civil Penalties and the Revocation or Suspension of Permits

(40 CFR 22, 45 Federal Register 24367, April 4, 1980; as amended by 45

Federal Register 79898, December 2, 1980), accompanies this Complaint.

These regulations are applicable to this administrative action including

the filing of any answer.

SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE

Whether or not you request a hearing, you may confer informally with

U.S. EPA concerning: (1) whether the alleged violations in fact occurred
as set forth above; (2) the appropriateness of the compliance schedule;
and (3) the appropriateness of any penalty assessment in relation to the
size of your business, the gravity of the violations, and the effect of

the penalty on your ability to continue in business.

You may request an informal settlement conference by contacting this
office. However, any such request will not affect the 30 day limit for
responding to this Complaint and requesting a formal public hearing on
violations alleged herein. U.S. EPA encourages all parties to pursue the

possibilities of settlement through informal conferences.

Request for an informal conference should be made to: Mr. Ronald Kolzow,
Waste Management Division, 230 South Dearborn Street, Chicago, INTinois
60604. The telephone number is (312) 886-5145,

oy o
Signed this ri? (lé\ day of . 7

, 1984,

RN el

5

Basil G. Constantelos, Qirector
Waste Management Divisio

Complainant

U.S. Environmental Protect1on Agency
Region V
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I have caused copies of the foregoing Complaint to be
served upon the persons designated below on the date below, by causing said
copies to be deposited in the U.S, Mail, First Class and certified return
receipt requested, postage prepaid, at Chicago, I11inois in envelopes
addressed to:

Mr. Sidney Kelly

Registered Agent for

Ford Motor Company

American Road

Dearborn, Michigan 48121

Mr. E. C. Koops, Plant Manager

Fard Motor Company

Sterling Axle Plant

39000 Mound Road

Sterling Heights, Michigan 48078
I have further caused the original of the Complaint and this certificate of
service to be served in the office of the Regional Hearing Clerk located

in the Regional Counsel's Office, U.S. EPA, Region V at 230 South Dearborn

Street, Chicago, Illinois 60604 on the date below.

These are said persons' last known addresses to the subscriber.

A \
Dated this 924{ day of /éiéaﬁliéimAfiﬁzz// , 1984,
174

.

-

Wasgé%Management Branch
U.S. EPA, Region V
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Transmission and Chassis Division Sterting Plant
Ford Motor Company 29000 Mound Road
Sterling Heights, Michigan 4807¢

July 31, 1984
Mr, L. Aubuchon
Hazardous Waste Division
.Detroit District Office e el
1120 W. State Fair Ave. HEWEDIVE D
Detroit, Michigan 48203 o A
P AUG 3 1584

Aps e R .

Subject: USEFA ~ RCRA Compliance Inspection
i . Ford Motor Company - Sterling Plant
EPA 1.D., No. MID 044255420

Reference: Your Letter Dated June 26, 1984 (Copy Attached).
Dear Mr. Aubuchon:

This letter is in response to your referenced letter and the alleged violations
of subtitle C of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA)}. These
alleged violations resulted from your June 25, 1984 facility compliance inspec-
tion at the Sterling Plant.

Specifically, items numbered 1, 2, 3, 5, 6 and 7, are all items coucerning the
Northeast and Northwest lagoons. As was indicated to vou by Mr. J. Garavanta
during your facility inspection, and again by Mr. J. Amber of our Stationary
Source Eunvironmental Control Office during a phone conversation on June 26,
1984; the N.E. and N.W. lagoons are inactive facilities as defined in 40 CFR
260.10. HNo waste materials have besen deposited in these lagoons since August,
1980, As specified in 40 CFR 265.1 (b), these lagoons are not subject to RCRA

Part A application regulations nor the Federal Interim Status Standards of
40 CFR 265.

In addition, it should be noted, that these lagoons are the subject of a RCRA
delisting petition submitted to USEPA on August 19, 1983. Administrative dispo~
sition of this matter is anticipated later this year.

The two drums of scrap paint solvent, ideptified as item number 4 in the attached
letter, have been labeled "Hazardous Waste®”,

I1f you have any further questions, please contact Mr. J. Garavanta at (313)
826-5789.

Very truly vours,

Lz

E.C. Koops
Plant Manage
Attachment Sterling Plant



1

RCRA Inspection Report
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!

Stater W el ao s,
=3
Date of inspections

Time of inspection (from} &gz (to)  114E

Person(s) interviewed Title Telephone

KO\C_.E QDOuFOg UC\--V‘\A\& LS T Q?a\iB A1 -571 81

I nspectpp( s‘)l Agency/Tit] i Telephone S
Lecey s 2, Pt - BB Wee () 369,-3335

Installgtion Activity (mark only one box)

ﬂ Freadpent/ Storage/Bispeset per 40 CFR 265.1 andjfor
Generation andter-Transporfation

\

Treatment/Storage/Disposal (no generation or Transportation)

TI Generation and Transportation
TI Generation only

Trapsportation only

o™

Clovhsaaxvj

Inspection Form{s}




INSPECTION FORM A

Section A:  SCOPE OF INSPECTION,
Lo

i

:?Ihterim status standards for treatment storage or disposal of HAZARDOUS

WASTES SUBJECT TQ 40 CFR 265.1. Complete Inspection Form A sections B, C,
D, E, and G.

Place an "X" in the box(es} corresponding to the facility's treatment,
storage and disposal processes, and generation and/or transportation
activity (if any). Complete only the applicable sections and appendixes.

Permit application protess(es) (EPA Form 3510-3)  Inspection Form A section(s)

s01 JI storage in containers See Rewerls I
s02 I:I storage in tanks Wo \éif;%iieﬁggii?éa‘kaJWLgmgd
T01 T T treatment in tanks ) J
S04 14 storage in surface impoundment See Rewme 6> K,F
T02 [ ] treatment in surface impoundment K,F
083 I T disposal in surface impoundment K, F
803 [ T storage in waste pile L
D81 T T disposal by land application M,F
p8o I:I dispoesal in landfill _ N, F
103 T ] treatment by incineration 0/P
T04 T T treatment in devices other than tarks, surface @

impoundments, or incinerators

Other a;tivities

GENERATOR fef , APPENDIX  GN
TRANSPORTER T T APPENDIX TR
3. Indicate any hazardous waste processes, by process code, which have been

omitted from Part A of the facility's permit application.

Indicate any hazardous waste processes (by process code and line number on
EPA Form 3510-3 page 1 of 5) which appear to be eligible for exclusion per

40 CFR 265.1(c). Provide a brief rationale for the possible exclusion.

A~ (4-824)



Section B: GENERAL FACILITY STANDARDS:

{Part 265 Subpart B}

NI* Remarks

Vo YZece ot
%

Y e E%%@.ﬂq‘;t o

. )
%‘m\ £ e Lovne 2

S

YES NO
1. Has the Regional Administrator
been notified regarding: 265.12
3. Receipt of hazardous
waste from a foreign source?
b. Faéiiity expansion?
Co Chéﬂéé:of owner or operator?
2. GeneranHaste Analysis: 265.13
a. Has fhe owner or operator obtained
a detailed chemical and physical
analysis of the waste? by
b. Does the owner or operator have
a detailed waste analysis plan
on file at the facility? - Y
¢. Does the waste analysis plan
specify procedures for inspecticn
and analysis of each movement of
hazardous waste from off-site? ¥
3. Security - Do security measures include:
(if applicable) 265.14
a. Z24-Hour surveillance? Y
Looor
b. 1. Artificial or natural
barrier around facility? \
oo and
ii. Controlled eniry? ' ;L“.
c. Dahgér sign{s) at
entrance? ' X
4, Owner or operator inspections: 265.15
a. Does the owner or operator
inspect the facility for
malfunctions, deterioration,
operator errors, and dischanges
of hazardous waste that
may affect human health or ;
the enviromment? %
*Not Inspected
B-1

4/82-A



YES NO NI Remarks

b. Doés the owner or operator
. 'have an inspection schedule _
“i.at the facility? ‘ X,

@,3 If so, does the schedule address
. the inspection of the following

cooitems:
oy, monitoring equipment? Sy
i safety and emergenqy equipment? e
iii. security devices?' Y

iv. operating and structural equip-
ment {i.e. dikes, pumps, etc.)? y

v. type of problems to be looked
for during the inspection {e.qg.
leaky fitting, defective pump,
ete.}? \

vi. inspection frequency (based upon
the possible deterioration rate
of the equipment)? N

d. . Are areas subject to spills inspect-
- ed daily when in use? '

g. Does the owner or operator maintain
: .an inspection log or summary of
‘owner or operator inspections? Y

f;fiDoes the ihspection log contain the : *
- following information: Bmgfix

i. the date and time of the inspection? ¥ |

ii. the name of the inspector? | X

iii. a notation of the observations

made? | ¥

iv. the date and nature of any
repairs or remedial actions? N

5. Do personnel training records
include: 265.18

a- dJob titjes? 5 E?ﬂ&ﬁwwwh&wﬁg

b. Job descriptions? . % i

4/82-A



YES NO NI Remarks

¥e¢. gDeSﬁription of training? \

" d. Records of training? ¥

e D{d?fééi1ity personnel .receive

the required training by 5-19<817? \

f. Do new personnel receive
required training within
six months? g

g. Do personnel training records
indicate that personnel have
taken part in an annual review %
of initital training?

6. If required, are the following special
requirements for ignitable, reactive,
or incompatible wastes addressed? 265.17

a. Special handling? A ﬁﬁﬁL;MJhQ4§
AV
b. No smoking signs? N
c. Separation and protection
from ignition sources? M
\
B-~3

4/82-A



Section C: PREPAREDNESS AND PREVENTION: (Part 265 Subpart C)

Mainfenance and Operation
of Facility: 265.31 L 5

YES NO NI Remark s .

Is there any evidence of fire,

explosion, or release of

hazardous waste or hazardous

waste constituent? ‘ ("4

If required, does the facility
have the following equipment: 265.32

a. Internal communications or K

alarm systems?

b. Teiephone or 2-way radios v

at the scene of operations?

c. Portable fire extinguishers,

- fire control, spill control
equipment and decontamination
equipment? K

Indicate the volume of water and/or foam avai?ab]e for fire control:

Testing and Maintenance ofl
Emergency Equipment: 265.33

a. Has the owner or operater
established testing and
maintenance procedures
for emergency equipment? v

b. Is emergency equipment
- maintained in operable
condition? : )

Has owner or operator provided
immediate access to internal
alarms? (if needed) 265.3¢4 X

Is there adeguate aisle space

for unobstructed movement? hjé@%

Has the gwner or operator attempted
to make arrangements with Tocal
authorities in case of an emergency

at the facility? b X0y EPQA -

C1

4/82-A



. 'Section D: CONTINGENCY PLAN AND EMERGENCY PROCEDURES: (Part 265 Subpart D)
' YES NO NI Remarks

‘1. Does the Contingency Plan contain the
following information: 265.52

a. The actions facility personnel
mast take to comply with
§265.51 and 265.56 in response
to fires, explesions, or any
unplanned release of hazardous
waste? {If the owner has a Spill
Prevention, Contrel, and Counter-
measures (SPCC) Plan, he needs
only to amend that plan to
incorporate hazardous waste
management provisions that are
sufficient to comply with the
requirements of this Part (as

applicable.) N

b. Arrangements agreed by tocal
police departments, fire departments k0 mee
hospitals, contractors, and State gﬁr é”}; RMJ;“”Qgggigm
and_local emergency response teams fand | O
to coordinate emergency services
pursuant to §265.37? ¥

L3

¢. Names, addresses, and phone
numbers (office and home) of all
persons qualified fo act as
emergency coordinators? N

d. A list of all emergency equipment
at the facility which includes the
location and physical description
of each item on the list and a
brief ocutline of its capabilities? \/

e. An evacuation plan for facility per-
sonnel where there is a possibil-
ity that evacuation could be neces-
sary? (This plan must describe
5ignal(s) to be used to begin evacua-
tion, evacuation routes, and alternate

evacuation routes?) &3}{%

2. Are copies of the Contingency Plan
available at the site and local
emergency organizations? - 265.53 X

b1
4/82-A



3. Emerggﬁ;y Coordinator  265.55

3. Isffhe facility Emergency \

YES WO NI

Remarks

Coordinator identified?

h. 1Is coordinator familiar with
all aspects of site operation
and emergency procedures? Y,

c. Does the Emergency Coordinator
“have the authority to carry out
the Contingency Plan? V

4. Emergency Procedures 2565.56

[f an emergency situation has occurred
at this facility, has the Emergency
Coordinator followed the emergency
procedures listed in 265.567

B

D-2

[N (%] E’-'s*"\r'\eu”“-g@.- e G
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Section E: MANIFEST SYSTEM, RECORDKEEPING, AND REPORTING: (Part 265 Subpart E) . |
8 YES NO NI Rema rks

* 1. Use Qféﬁ§nifest System  265.71.

a. Dagg the facility follow the ‘%}%
pro gﬁures listed in §265.71 for %C}
processing each manifest? '
(Pertmcu?arTy sending a copy of
the signed manifest back to the
gengrator within 30 days after
delivery.)

b. Arg records of past shipments
retained for 3 years?

2. Does the owner or operator meet
requirements regarding manifest
dis¢crepancies? 265.72

Not applicable to owners or operators
of on-site facilities that do not
receive any waste from off-site sources.

3. Operating Record 265.73

a. Dopes the owner or operator o 05\\ i“*cﬂ-—‘\\v{} \m(}, Qﬁw L, (}\nv\&*
' mgintain an operating ~ E?“X
record as required in =
265, 73?
b. Qoﬁs;the operating record
contain the following
1nformatxon
i. The method(s) and date(s)
of each waste's treatment,
storage, or disposal as
required in 40 CFR Part 265
Appendix 17
i1, The location and quantity of
each hazardous waste within the
facility? (This information
should be cross-referenced
to specific manifest number,
if waste was accompanied by
by a manifest.)
**+iii. A map or diagram of each
cell or disposal area
**% only applies to disposal E-1 4/82«A

facilities



showing the location and
quantity of each hazardous
waste? (This information
should be cross-referenced
to specific manifest
number, if waste was
accompanied by a manifest.)

- iv. Records and results of all
waste analyses, trial tests,
monitoring data, and operator
inspections?

v. Reports detailing all
incidents that required
impiementation of the
Contingency Plan?

vi.. A1l closure and post closure
costs as applicable?

4. Availability of Records  265.74

Are éii facility records required
under 40 CFR Part 265 available for
inspection?

5.**Unmanifested Waste Reports 265.76

a. Has the facility accepted any
hazardous waste from an off-site
generator subject to 40 CFR 262.20
without a manifest or or shipping
naper?

b. If "a" is yes, provide the identity
of the source of the waste and a
description of the quantity, type,
and date received for each unmani-
fested hazardous waste shipment.

et ——O—.

YES NO

Remarks

N

** Not applicable to owners or operators of on-site facilities that do not receive

any hazardous from off-site sources.

E-2
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Section F - GROUNDWATER MONITORING (Part 265 Subpart F)

Complete this section for facilities that treat, store, or dispose of hazard-
ous waste in landfills, surface impoundments and/or by Yand treatment.

1. Hgs.the owner or operator of the
- fagility implemented a ground-
‘water monitoring system? ,gr gp

ifiﬁno", Skip to number 11.

2. Has the owner or operator of the
facility implemented an alternate
groundwater monitoring system as
described in 265.90(d}?

If "yes”, skip to number 12.
If "no", continue

3, Does the groundwater monitoring
system meet the following re-
quirements of 265.91:

de

At Teast one well installed
hydraulically up-gradient from
the 1imit of the waste manage-
ment area?

Indicate the total number of

‘up-gradient wells.

At Teast three wells installed
hydraulically down-gradient at
the Timit of the waste manage-
ment area?

:'f; Indicate the total number of
downgradient wells.

Are the number, locations, and
depths of all wells sufficient
to yield groundwater samples
that are representative of
groundwater under the facility

?

F-1

YES NO NI Remarks

— A

£/82-A



8. Has the cwner or operator developed
an outline of a comprehensive ground-
water quality assesment program that
is capable of determining: 265.93

a. Whether hazardous waste or
hazardous waste constituants
have entered the groundwater?

b.  The rate and extent of migra-
tion of hazardous waste or
hazardous waste constituents
in the groundwater?

c. The concentration of hazardous
. waste or hazardous waste con-
© stituents in the groundwater?

*@,  Has the owner or operator performed
a statistical analysis .of his ground-
water monitoring data as required in
265.93(b)?

- *10. Was there a statistically significant
increase {or pH decrease} detected in
any well?

a. If "yes," has the owner or
operator responded in accordance
with the procedures prescribed
in 265,93 paragraphs ¢ through
f?

Skip to number 14

11. Has the owner or operator prepared a
written groundwater menitoring waiver
demonstration for the facility?

2. Is the waiver demonstration
. maintained at the facility?

b. Has the waiver demonstration
- been certified by a gualified
geologist or geotechnical

engineer?

Note: Inspectors should request a copy
of the waiver document.

c. Skip questions 12, 13, and 14.

*These requirements do not take effect until the first 6 months after November 19,

YES

sz-m

[ <

I

[><

Remarks

1982. The latest date for compliance with these requirements is May 19, 1983.

F-3
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*2.

5 YES NO
. EC'E osure 265 112
a. Is the facility closure ,
: pian available for inspection? )(

Section ¢ . CLOSURE AND POST CLOSURE (Par-

NI

.65 Subpart G)

Remarks

1 max1mum extent unclosed duyr-

_ﬁlng facility life?

ii. maximum hazardous waste in-
ventory?

iv. estimated year of closure?

v. schedule of closure activities?

c. Has closure bequn?

Post-Closure 255.118

g. Is the post-closure plan available

for3jnspection?
b. Does this plan contain:

i ;&escription of groundwater
monitoring activities and

& frequencies?

i, description of maintenance
:act1v1t1es and frequencies

- integrity of cap, final
cover, or containment
structures, where appli-
cable

BB. facility monitoring equip-
ment

iii. name, address, and phone number
of person or office to contact
during post-closure care period?

c. Has the post-closure period begun?

d. Is the written post-closure cost
estimate available? 265.144

Applies only to disposal facilities.
. G~1

4/82-A



Section I - USE AND MANGEMENT OF CONTAINERS (bart 265, Subpart I)

YES NO NI Remarks

Are containers in good condition? "265,17] y
Are gontainers compatible with waste ¥
in them? 265,172 ¥
Are containers managed to prevent leaks?

265.173
Are containers stored closed? %
Arg containers inspected weekly for leaks
and defects. )4
Are ignitable and reactive wastes stored 265.176
at least 15 meters (50 feet) from the :
facility property 1ine? (Indicate if
waste is ignitable or reactive). X Tanthcolale

. ~3

Are incompatible wastes stored in sepa-
rate containers? (If not, the provisions

of 40 CFR 265.17(b) apply). o2g5.177 M

Are eéﬁtainErs of incompatible waste
separated or protected from each other

by physical barriers or sufficient - @

distaneg?

I-1
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YES NO NI

cause corrosion, leakage or G
prematyre failure of the

Section d - TANKS (Part 265, Subpart J)

Remarksg

st

Are tapks used to store only gggﬁzg}ﬂxﬂu43 ”&:)Ek/mgLQﬂC) CenSi
those wastes which will not Q C:Tlfkw : N

tank? 355.192

Do uncovered tanks have at
least 60 cm (2 feet) of free-
board, or dikes or other con-
taimment structures?

Do continuous feed systems have

a waste-feed cutoff?

Are waste aﬁa1y$es done before the 265.193
tanks are used to store a substan- )
tially different waste than before?

Are required daily and weekly
inspections done?  265.194

Are reactive & ignitable wastes

in tanks protected or rendered non-
reactive or non-ignitable? 265.198
Indicate if waste is ignitable or
reactive. (IT waste is rendered
non-reactive or non-ignitable, see
treatment requirenents. )

Are jpcompatiblie wastes

stored in separate tanks? 265.199
(If not, the provisions of

40 CFR 265.17(b) appiy.)

Has the owner or operator observed the National Fire Protection Associations
buffer zone requirements for tanks containing ignitable or reactive wastes?

Tank capacity: gallons
Tank diameter: _ feet

Distance of tank from property line

feet

(See table 2 - 1 through 2 ~ 6 of NFPA's "Flammable and Combustible Liquids

Code - 1977" to determine compliance.)

J=1
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Section K = SURFACE IMPOUNDMENTS (Part 265, Subpart K)

YES NO NI Remarks
1. Do surface impoundments have
at Teast 60 cm (2 feet) of

freeboard? 2g5.222 X
2. Do earthen dikes have protective
covers? 265,223 X

3. Are waste analyses done when the
impoundment is used to store a
substantially different waste
than before? 265.225

4, TIs the freeboard level inspected
at least daily? 265.226 %

5. Are the dikes inspected weekly
~ for evidence of leaks or
deterioration? “A

6. Are reactive & ignitable wastes
rendered pon-reactive cor non-
ignitable before storage in a
surface impoundment? (If
waste is rendered non-reactive
or npn-ignitable, see treatment
requirements.) 265.229 WA
]

7. Are incompatible wastes stored
in different impoundments? (If
not, the provisions of 40 CFR hB\f\
265. 17(b) apply.) 265.230

- 2. ZDOQQ%@@@ Exm\\aw._
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~ Appendix GN
Section A: Scope
1. Complete this Appendix if the owner or operator of a TSD facility also generates
hazardous waste that is subsequently shipped off-site for treatment, storage,
or disposail.

Section B: MANIFEST REQUIREMENTS (Part 262, Subpart B)

YES NO NI Remark s

(1) Does the operator have copies of the manifest
agvailable for review? 262.40 X

(2) Exéh1ne manifests for shipments in past 6
months. Indicate approximate number of
man]fested shipments dur?ng that perTod. 4

(3) Do_the manifest forms examined contain the
following information: (If possible, make
copies of, or record information from man-
fest(s) that do not contain the critical
elements). .21

a. Manifest document number? N

b. Name, mailing address, telephone
number, and EPA ID number of
Generator % .

c. Name and EPA ID Number of
Transporter(s)? : y,

d. Name, address, and EPA ID
Number Designated permitted
facility and alternate facility? X

e, The description of the waste(s)
-(DOT shipping name, DOT hazard
class, DOT identification number)? e

f.  The total quantity of waste(s) and
. “the type and number of containers

_i;ioaded? : Y
g;’?Required certification? i
h. Required signatures? e

(4) Repertable exceptions  262.42

a. For manifests examined in (2) (except for shipments within the last 35 days),
enter the number of manifests for which the generator has NOT received a
signed copy from the designated facility within 35 days of the date of ship-
ment. ©

b. For manifests indicated in (4a), enter the number for which the generator
has submitted exception reports (40 CFR 262.42) to the Regional Administra-
tor. O 1

GN-1 | 4/82-A
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Section C: PRE-TRANSPORT REQULAEMENTS (Part 262, Subpart C)

YES NO NI Remark s
1. Is waste packaged in accordance
 _with DOT regulations?
“{Required prior to movement of

‘hazardous waste off-site) ogs 39 AT ceady Cor daipmesd |
o ) i 1]

Are waste packages marked and labeled E

in accordance with DOT regulations

concerning hazardous waste materials?

(Required for movement of hazardous ﬁ

waste off-site) 262,31 262.32

If required, are placards available to
transporters of hazardous waste? g2 33 I ?rjéxeqm Vonidl e =

On-site accumulaticn of generated hazardous wastes. A HWMF may accumulate hazardous

waste it generates either (A) in its storage facility [265.1(b}] or (B) in accordance -
with 40 CFR 262.34 [see 265.1(c)(7)]. Option B restricts all accumulation to tanks

and containers. If the installation elects option A, check this box 15 and skip

to Section D. If the installation elects option B, complete the following observa-

tions: See 40 CFR 262.34 January 11, 1982 Revision

a. Is each container clearly marked
with the start of accumulation
date?

b. Have more than 90 days elapsed since
the date 1nspected in (a)?

c. Do wastes remain in accumulation tanks
for more than 90 days?

d. 1s each container and tank labeled or
marked clearly with the words "Hazardous
Naste“?

ction D: - RECORDKEEPING AND REPORTING (Part 262, Subpart D)

YES NO NI Remarks
Are all test results and analyses
needed for hazardous waste deter=-
minations retained for at least

three years? g0 4p Eg;
.ction E: ~ INTERNATIONAL SHIPMENTS (Part 262, Subpart E)

Has the installation imported or
exported Hazardous Waste?  262.50 X

(If answered Yes, comp]ete the following
as applicable.)

a. Exporting Hazardous waste; has a
generator:

GN-2 4/82-A
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pistrict 14 Headquarters
2485 N, Williems Iake Road

Pontiac, Michigan 48054
Septerber 29, 1982

™ Seth Phillips, _Offim of Hazardous Waste Msnagement
FROM: an Stewart, Alx Quality District 3[4/
SUBJECT:  RCRA Inspection at Ford Sterling Axle Plant

On September 9, 1982 I conduoted a RCRA inspection at the above facility
in conjunction with Tim Jaski and Bi1l Stone, both of Water Quality
District 1. As the inspection report indicates, the facllity is
clagsified as a generator and had no deficiencies under RCFA. The
hazardous wastes gensrated at the plant ave: |

1. 1,1,1 - Trichlorosthane (F002) from manual degreasers (“"dip~tanks”).
These tmnks are cleaned cut approstimately once every five months.
Tha trichlorosthane is brought out to storage building (northeast
of main plant complex) in drums, which are then tvansferred to a
2,000 gallon tank which is vemted for the purposs of storing the
trichiorcethens., The tank is dated and is pumped out by transporter
within 90 dmys.

2. Sodium oyanide (FO11) from a heat treating operation. The company
vas manifesting this waste as P106 but was advised to use FOll.
This waste solidifies upon cooling and is stored in doums on a
pallet in the avea of the heat tveating process (inside main plant
cctnplen) . The dmuems are lasbeled and dated and transported for
disposz] within 90 days of accumulation.

3. Sodium hydromide sludge (D002) fram tanks that ave ¢leansd out
approximately once per year.

atmmofmmwmmmtmmmmmma

1,1, 1-Trichlorosthane in August, 1982 and ane shipment of sodium hydrosdd

sludge in July, 1982. Four drums of sodiun cyanide were beiny prepared for
; ‘ag’mmimafwvisit,scamnifutfm'ﬁmmm

ava 1's

My inspection did not address PCB waste,

engineer stated that cepacitors and transformers containing RCB-contaminated
fluid are placed in drums and disposad of in a landfill in Alabama. These

drums are stored in a locksd cage in the storage bullding menticned hefore.




Mn i @ L1l S ceneh oy o h 8t AL 1 s

¥ o e

TO:  Seth Phillips Page 2
REs m Inspection at Ford Sterling Axle Plarrt

X :wﬂnm:mi that a TSCA inspection will be conducted at the plant in

Iluw enclosed coples of analyses of 'stmpmﬂoil, waste oll and lagoon
slwdges which have been determined to be non-hazardous and which ave
manifested as Act 136 wastes, The plant envirormental enginesr also stated

that paint residue and paint sludge from the plant were analyzed in
muwr 1981 and deteonined to be non-hazardous.

Any questions concerning discharge of materials through the plant's
NPRES outfall should be directed to Tim Jaski or Bill Stone.

ASsmh

#A~3567



— STATE OF MIGHGAR - P

LTURAL RESQURCES COMRISSION

ACGE A HOEFER '
LOLAITALA WILLIAM G MILLIKEN. Govarnot

CARY TOSNELL . . -
PALL HOWENDLERL {}Lphs 5‘\"%% E\ET {,;’Eﬁ Nﬁ%.‘{s Lm!’x >§~5Qtjﬂbf

HARRY H WHITELEY

HOWARD AL TARNNER, Directon
FOAN [ WOLFE

2455 W. Williams Take Road
Pofitiac, Michigan 48054

Septenber 29, 1982

Ford Motor Corpary

Sterling Axie Plant

39000 Mound Road

Storling Heighitts, Michigan 48078

Attention: Mr. Jack Garavanta
Plant Engincering

Gentlemen:

On ae})u sher 6, 1982 I condacted an investigation of your facility
located at 39000 Mound Rood in Steriing Heights, Michigan to
evaluate comwliance of that facility with requirements of Subtitle C
of the Eesource Conservaltion and Recovery Act (RCRA) as amendod,

As a result of +hat investigation, 1 have detervminsd that your
facility has no deficilencies in the requivements undex RURA

. - Thank you for your coo reration during my visit.

Sincerely,

rdres Stewart
Resource Specialist
Aix Quality Division

AS:mh

oy AL I«Yowmi O

[ERICAIE B 115)
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P21 g

Transnnswon and Chaosuss Dvimon Sterhing Flant
Ford Bolor Campany 39000 Maund Foan
Sterhing Hewghts My higan 45078

September 16, 1982

fndres Steuart Efg IDF MIDOHY 2854720

Regources Specialist
MDNR - AGD
o455 H, Williams Tske Road

i
Pontiac, Michigan 48054

Subject: Tord Yotor Company
terling Axle Fliant

Desr Andrea:

As per your reguesit, atteched nre copies of:

o Storm Pond 01l Analysis
o Waste 0i1 Analysis
¢ HN. E, and N, ¥. Lagoon fnalyses

If thera are any guestions. do not hesitete to contact me
¥4 5

et {313) 977-5789.

Ver& truly yours,
'/I‘\”r” -';'?J “.V" ot :’l_.f Now :-{-H
“Jetk CGaravanta -
Envirenmental Engineer
-Sterling Axle Piant

attachments . - o SECEIVE 0

o
] I« I

00T 01 1982
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HYDRC  SSEARCH SERVICES
Water Mo sgement Devision
Clorwe Corgraration

Ford tHotor Company
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Parklane Towers, Sutte 6204

ne Parklane Blvd.
Daarborn, 111 h8125
Attan:  Dr. J. Trolano
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PYDINO RESEARCH SERAVICES 408 Aubiurn Avenue 3133341630
Water Iunay ment Division Pontiag, Mt 48058 313 334-4747
Clow Corporation

Ford Motor Company ‘ Date: 4-8-81.
Sterling Axte Plant

39000 Mound Road

Sterling Heights, Mi 48073

Atetm: My, Jack Garavanta

6i-h600ohs

Sample received: 3~30-81

HYDRO HO: o k6560
cUsT. th: _ VWaste 011 Sample
3/26/81
Arsenic, As, mg/kg < 0.2
Barium, Ba, mg/kg < 16
Cadmium, {d, my/kg ‘ < 0.3
Chromium, Cr, mg/kg ' .18
Chrgmium, Hex., Cr, mg/kg < 0.05
Lead, Ph, my/kg | 16
Mercury, Hg, mg/ky < 0.62
Seigniﬁm, Se, ma/fka N < 0.2
Silver, AQ? mg/ kg : < 0.3
Copper, Cu, mg/kg . 8.1
Nickel, Hi, ing/kg - 25
Zinc, Zn, wg/kg 100

Solids, Total % ' 0.3

CHOTE:  Results reported on sample as received. Sample contained less than 0.5%

solids, therefore no leachate was necessary.

LinalpHarzs 257
Linda CareY/H%nager
Analytical Services
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Sample Description

Sterliing Axle East

Steriing Axle West
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v Samplils Description
3 Sterling Axic Maust
4 Steriing Axle West
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RCRA Inspection Report

EPA Identification humer: M [ D 0 H 4 2 5 5 4 2 0
Installation Name: FORD M™MOTpA (0, STERLING AXLE PLANT

" Location Address: 39000 MoUND  ROAD

City: STERLING HEIG’HT‘ state: MICH IGAN /

Date of inspection:. <t < Time of inspection (from)ﬁilzgjiij. (to) /30 2HM.

Person{s) interviewed Title : Telephone

TACK GARANANTR ENVIKN. ENE. (3129771~ 5789
Inspector(s) Agenc /T1t1e hone

ﬁNDKE/«) STEWART MONR ~ 1K QUALITY (33/?53 obl- 2700
Installation Activity (mark onmly one box) Inspection Form(s)

T[ Treatment/Storage/Disposal per 40 CFR 265.1 and/or

Generation and/or Transportation A
:[I Treatment/Storage/Disposal (no generation or Transportation) A
TI Generation and Transportation B, C
E ‘Generation only B
TI Transportation only C
REC EIVE D
0CT 01 1982

: ACT 64



INSPECTION FORM B

Section A: Scope of inspection

Standards for generators of HAZARDOUS WASTE subject to 40 CFR 262.10

Section B: MANIFEST REQUIRLMENTS (Part 262, Subpart B)

(1)

(2)

(3)

Yes No MI*  Remarks

Does the generator have copies of the manifest
available for review? v/

Examine manifests for shipments in past 6
months.  Indicate spproximate number of

~manifested shipments during that period. ]

Do the manifest forms examined contain the
following information? (1f possible, make
copies of, or record information from, manifests

that do not contain the critical elements) ‘//
a. Manifest decument number? v
b. Name, mailing address, telephone number,

and EPA 10 numher of generator? N4
£. Name and [PA 1D number of tramsporter(s)? - /

d. [Mame, Address, and EPA 1D Number of designated
permitted facility and alternate facility? »/}

e, The description of the waste(s) (DOT shipping
name, DOT hazard class, DOT identification
number}?

f. The total quantity of waste(s) and the type
and number of containers Yoaded?

g. Required certification? Azi

h. Reguired signatures? ng

Reportable exceptions

a. Fur manifests eramined in {2) {except for shipments
within the last 35 days}, enter the number of mani-
fests for which the generator has NOT received a
signed copy from the designated facility within 35
days of the date of shipment. —

b. For manifests indicated in (4a), enter the number for
which the generator has submitted exception reports
(40 CFR 262.42) to the Regional Administrator. ——

A/B-1

(4-82B)



Section C - PRE-TRANSPORT REQUIREM:NTS
{40 CFR Part 267 Subpart C)

Yes No NI Remarks

{1} Is waste packaged in accordance with DOT
reguiations? (Required prior to movement
of hazardous waste of f-site) v/

(2) Are waste packages marked and labeled in
accordance with DOT regulations concerning
hazardous waste materials? (Required prior
to movement of hazardous waste off-site) 3//

(3} If required, are placards available to
transporter? v

x% (4} Pre-shipment Accumulation:

** applies only to GENERATORS that store hazardous waste on-site for 90 days or Tess without
a permit. These items do not apply to generators whose waste is immediately transported
of f-site.

a. 15 hazardous waste accumulated in con-
tainers? If no, skip to b.

Is each container clearly marked with
the date on which the period of
accumul aticn began?

1i. Have wore than 90 days elapsed since
the dates marked?

iii. Is each container labeled or ma rked
clearly with the words "Hazardous
HWastes?"

iv. Are containers in good condition?

v. Are containers compatible with waste
in them?

vi. Are containers managed to prevent
Teaks?

vii. Are containers stored closed?

viii. Are containers inspected weekly for
leaks and defects?

CORRKR RN KRN K

|
|
|

ix. Are ignitable and reactive wastes stored
at Teast 15 meters (B0 feet) from the
facility property Yine? {Indicate if
waste is ignitable or reactive). _Aii ___ REACTIVE —SPENT
- CYANIDE SownioN
(Fot)

C-1 (4-828)




xi.

Yes No NI Remarks

Are incompatible wastes stored in
separate containers? (1f not, the
provisions of 40 CFR 265.17(b}

apply.) N

Are containers of incompatible waste

separated or protected from each other

by physical barriers or sufficient

distance? v,

Is hazardous waste accumuTated in tanks?

If no, skip to .

i

it.

it

Yi.

viii.

(\

Is each tank labeled or marked clearly
with the words "Hazardous Wastes™?

N

Are tanks used to store only those

wastes which will not cause corrosion,

leakage or premature failure of the

tank? v//

Do uncovered tanks have at least &0 cm
(2 feet) of freeboard, or dikes or other

containment structures? - /S TANK 1S CovEraD
o continuous feod systems have o NOT CONTINUOUS
waste-feed cutoff? e S FEED _SYSIEM
Are waste analyses done befoie the tanks

are used to store a substantially different TANK 5 RENTED
waste than before? \f FOR PURPOSE OF

STORING Foo2 ONLY
Are required daily and weekly inspections
done?

Are reactive and ignitable wastes in

tanks protected or rendered non-reactive

or nonignitable? Indicate if waste is

ignitable or resctive. (If waste is

rendered non-reactive or nonignitable, :
see treatmeni requirements.) »/’

Are incompatible wastes stered in
separate tanks? (If not, the provisions

of 40 CFR §265.17(b) apply.) v’ NO INCOMPATIRLE
WASTES

£o (4-82B)



Yes No NI Remark s

ix. Has the owner or operator observed the National Fire Protection Association's
buffer zone reguirements for tanks containing ignitable or reactive wastes?

Tank capacity: gallons
Tank diameter: A feet
Distance of tank from property line feet

{see tables 2-1 through 2-6 of NFPA's "Flammable and Combustible Liquids
Code - 1977 to determine compliance.)

c. 13 hazardous waste accumulated in other
thaen tanks or containers? \/ :

d. Personnel training.

Do personnel training records

include:
i. Job Titles? Vi
1. Job Descriptions? v

jii.  Description of training?

jv. Records of training?

v. Did personnel receive the required

s

Y

v/

training by 5-19-817 v
Vi

vi. Do new personnel receive required
training within six months?

vii. Do personnel training records indicate
that personnel have taken part in an
annual review of initial training?

e. FPreparedness and Prevention

i. HMaintenance and Operation
of Facility:

Is there any evidence of fire, explosion, or
release of hazardous waste or hazardous
waste constituent? yf/

Lo
3
(]

(4-828)



Yes wdo NI Remarks
1. 1f required, does this facility
have the following equipment:

trternal compmunications or alarm systems? v NOT RERVIRED

v

Telephone or 2-way Radios at the scene of
operations? ‘

Partable fire extinguishers, fire control,
spill control equipment and decontamination
equipment? v

Indicate the volume of water and/or foam available for fire control:

2 DRy (HEMICAL FIRE EXTINGUISHERS § PLANT FIKE TRUCK

DRY PIPE  SPRINKLER  SYSTEMN

jii. Testing and Maintenance of Emergency Equipment:

Has the owner or operalor established
testing and maintenance procedures

for emergency eguipment? »f/ o
Is emergency equipment maintained in :
operable condition? s
iv. Has owner/operator provided immediate _
access to internal atarms (if needed)? / NOT NEEDED
v. Is there adequate aisle space for
unohstructed movement? \/f

vi. Has the owner or operator attempted to make
arrangements with Tocal authorities in
case of an emergency at the facility? \/f

| f. Contingency Plan and Emergency Procedures

Does the contingency plan contain
the follewing information:

i. The actions facility personnel must take
to comply with §265.51 and 265.56 in response
to fires, explosions, or any unplanned release
of hazardous waste? (If the owner has a Spill
Prevention, Control and Countermeasures {SPCC)
Plan, he needs only to amend that plan to
incorporate hazardous waste management
provisions that are sufficient to comply
with the requirements of this Part
{as applicable.) \//

c-4 (4-828)



ii.

iii.

iv.

vi.

yvif,

viit.

‘EX.

Yes No N1 Remark s

Arrangements agreed to by local police
departments, nospitals, contractors,

and State and iocal emergency response

teams to coordinalte emergency services,
pursuant to §265.377 v

Names, addresses, and phone numbers (Office
and Home} of all persons qualified to act
as emergency coordinator. v//

A 1ist of all emergency equipment at the
facility which includes the location and
physical description of each item on the
1ist, end a brief outline of its capabili-

ties? ‘\/f

An evacuation ptan for facility person-
nei where there is a possibility that
evacuation could be necessary? (This
plan must describe signal(s) to be used
to begin evacuation, evacuation routes

and alternate evacuation routes?) v NoT fqgﬂgggﬂgyf

Are copies of the Contingency Plan available
at site and local emergency organizations? 7

Is the facitity emergency coordinator

identified? v JACK GARBUANT,
Is coordinator familiar with all aspects of
site operation and emergency procedures? v

Does tke Emevgency Coordinator have the
authority teo carry out the Contingency

Plan? »//

If an emergency situation has occured at
this facility, has the emergency coordinator
followed the emergency procedures listed

in 265,567 - v ND_EMERCEWCY
SiTuaTION
HAS OCCURLED

(-5 (4-828)



Section D: RECORDKEEPING AND REFORTING (Part 262, Subpart D}

Yes No

{1} Are all test results and analyses needed for
hazardous waste determinations retained for
at least three years? fo

Remarks

Section [: INTERNATIONAL SHIPMENTS (Part 262 Subpart E)

(1) Has the installation imported or exported
hazardour waste? If "no", skip @ and b,

a. Exporting Hazardous Waste, has a generator:

i. Notified the Administrator in writing?

<.

ii. Obtained the signature of the foreign
consignee confirming delivery of the
waste(s) in the foreign country?

iii. Met the Manifest requirements?

b. lmporting Hazardous Waste, has the
generator met the menifest requirements?

b/E-1

(4-828)
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mijﬁﬁ%ﬁrﬁ, thief, 0ffice of Bazardous %msga_ﬁﬁﬁﬁgammﬁi

EPA Imepection Report oo the shove mentioned
4 ﬁ%ﬁ@k 5 fa: u@ﬁ&w se well as other pertinent veomzds, The '
le infovmetion veises weny questions regarding mevsgement of
pﬁtﬁﬂtimliy hazerdous wastes &t this feeility relative to reguirements

wf éﬂt ﬁ‘igw

‘The EPS report focusez on two wpete handling operations: stovege snd
handiing of PUB ond POB cronslormersy sud the freatwent sod discharge.
of Yoily” westes snd sludges. Insufficient infovmetion is present ip
the Ee t&?&?& ) d@tarm*aﬁ af thae ﬁm&@r*&lﬁ amvazvﬁ& ars h&%ﬁ?ﬁﬁmﬁ

ﬁa ﬁxta. He galso ﬂwpé o] %mﬁw 15 th@ PCBe are Frﬂa%ﬁﬁ 288t ek

orf; ad gomsercial chemicel or off-spec products. If these materials
HL@ i to be haxerdous westes, thenm theve appear to be seversl potential
vip "n@ af Aot 55 in the ssnagement of these msterisls. These viclstrions

lude improper storsge, trestment snd dispesal, amd potent izl
wanife iolations. The oily meterizls are stoved and settled in lagsons
ot mest atendards and which mey vequire licensing. There
ischarge from the lagoon snd tveatwent system to the mwmicipal

at syetem without the sequired sutborizstion form. No licenses

en ap@ia@a for uwader Aot %% and, if these wastes are hassrdous,

the required records have basn sebmitted.

rg&@rt slae indleates the potentizl for losz te the ground snd
gible discharge of the sily meterials through the faeility’s
reitted cutfsll, This discharge {s onlv for now-contset cueling
pite swtors weter. 4s such, ne point source investigation

fste im the Water Oualicy files. If these wastes are hezsrdoge,
charge would sppear to violete Bet 64 if it containe thess




leo possible, a?iﬁﬁugh not koown ab this time, that listed hasardous
¢ be discharged inte elither the mundcipal system or the BPDES
on-gite syotem. Thias facility hes submitted waste chavect-

- forms for two wastess 1,1,I-tvichloveethene, wsed in degressing,
& eodium ovenide, from hest treating operations. However, errovs
ylating the form fesve wnclesy fnst whet waste is involved,

The trighicrosthens weste was Indicated se both FOG2 and U226, erd shown
as & netificerion waste. While U238 cen %e 2 notificetion weste, it
‘myy&ﬁug that this waste should be FOOZ, sz it {8 & spent degreasing
agent. FODZ cavnot be o motification waste. The weate charscterizstion
form indicates thot this waste is dispesed of off-zite. A vheck of

ouy manifest vecords showe no menifest for off-site shipment of thia
wsgte or sny other hezardous waste. A1l menifests from this Fsciliey
indicate shipment of oily wastes or trestment sludges, all se Aep 136
w&ntét; ﬁf @@uramﬁ tazed on x%&ar &asu@px'en rhwz %h@ magﬁ?ﬁals are

Thg-s@ﬁiuﬁ eyanide waste is shown as Pi0G, but iz waste frow hest treating.
PID6 waste fo indiceted ss & uotificatice waste glsze. L& would

hat this weste should bo shown es either FOID or FOLI. Mo ¥ waste

‘potificarion waste. However, the form also indicstes genevetion

- waste s an F waste, though wot se & P waste. The waste characi-
on slec shows this weste ss beling disposed of off-site, though

ind no menifest for it either. Bince it way be sxespted frow

ent oe either a notificetion waste or & swall gquantity waste,

"ﬁ@tﬁr gyetem, the oily weste system, or directly into the wunicipal
_'?ﬁﬁﬁhwr iﬁi@rmm&x@ﬁ iﬁ n@aﬁﬁ# r&garézng the fate of these woste
Additionally,

ﬁﬂ%@?@vg o waste ¢hara@&arimat?@r
'?GE 6% 8 ﬁ@tﬁfiﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁm wanbe hﬂﬁ been submitted, If aay of these
maxa_i&lﬁ have besn stoved for over & vear, or ehipped off-site, oune

af %ﬁ 'h_ﬁV@m$ﬂ is %i&@ﬁ?g a vielation of &ﬁm 64 may haw& @%wu?w@ﬁ ginoe

lfa@piieﬁ for or r@caﬁw&d fﬂ? ﬁt@r&gma finge the ﬁaﬁifity ha%
“EBEE parmit, if & w&aﬁ& uharﬁ@tarxaﬁﬁiwr were @nhmwt&eﬁ f@r

'viﬁlg iéﬁs of other statutes ave @ﬂﬁﬁ§b1@@




 peport and the Wetar fuality Division files indicats as cld

ot from 2 Ford smploves regsrding the pouring of liguids from

arked PCB into drafns. I bave s# yet been upable to find eay
juformation to this comwplaing. However, if the serifiecstien

situstion ware resolved, buch activity wwuld not constitute a

wf et 65 so long ss the drsin went o a properviy psrmitisd

poken e the field staff respomeible for conducting che RORA
r uspection for this facilely, which will be conducted sfter
¢ of this moms and the atieched msterisl with an eye toward obtailning
88 £ the peeded inferwmation. I euggest we oot teke any action until

after we heve the conclusicns frow that inspection so thel wa csn bhettev
determing the naturs of the sesivities at this faeilicy.

teion, Bistrict #3
v, Bistviet #1
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FROM: -  G. Bek C’/£

SﬂBJEQ@i_iﬁgxd Motor Company, Sterling Axle Plant, Sterling Heights

On ;he“mornlng of March &4, 1977, I rveceived a telephone call from Mr.

Sapp of Macomb Daily regarding alleged discharge of PCB from the above
pamed plant to a municipal sanitary sewer. According to Mr. Sapp, an
employee at the Sterling Axle Plant observed a discharge of approximately
200 galions of capacitor fluid into a sewer. This informant claims

that the capacitors are labeled "PCB" and that they are dumped regularly
into a sewer, 1 asked for~the name of this informant, but Mr. Sapp

. declined to give it to me. ‘ :

I thanked Mr. Sapp for the above information and told him that if we
are te-da a good follow up job on this type of complaint, we must ralk
to the: informant and obtain sufficient infermation on which to base
our ﬁpllo “up action.

:fternoon of March 4, 1977, Mr. Lewis Dutton (313-756-7820),
ter at the Sterling Axle Plan& called me. Mr. Dutton tells

re nine capicitors within Department 13 and routinely PCP fluid
ischarged into a scanner pit and the scanmer pit overflow

o a sewer. He expressed a real concern because the PCB is already
rinking water, bath water, etc,

The Subjéét-incident was referred to Mr. Schrameck, District L, for
his review and action.

elp ;4

cc: J. Bohunsky
R. Schrameck
R. P?hgrs
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WD STage UMITED STATES
¢ip Ny 1 ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY Wi COMPLIARCE
Lhed % REGION ¥ o
\\x\ "’g g 240 SOUTH DEARBORN 8T,
< & CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60604
1"”‘1:. ;;Roxi-*‘ ' REPLY TO ATTENTION OF,
5WQC-13

«?ESL 1 5 1982 '

Mr. Fran Baldwin, Chief

Comp}1ance Section

Mlﬂh} an Department of Matural Resourges

P.O. Box 30028

t.ar g, Michigan 48909

Dear Mr. Baldwin:

EFﬁzﬂséd is an SPCC inspection of Ford Motor Company-Steriing

Ak{gﬁ??ant; Sterling Heights, Michigan, conducted by the U.S. EPA

Eastern District Office on June 3, 1982

:If*ygu_have any questions regarding this inspection, please

cgntACt Frances Brunet at (312) 886-6707,

Veﬁg'truiy YOUTS 5 I

Z.Qj/g(/{__‘

Arﬂoid Lader, Chief

ﬂﬂmplianca Tracking Unit

Watgr:ﬂua?ity Branch

Enclosure

o L :ﬁ’ l
X.C, Loy csiittondnle o
[j i b4
Von 'w;:‘zt
(e widl
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UMNITED STATES ENVIIONMENTAL FW:"};ECTIDN AGENCY .
> e . . N ot bl
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paTE:  June 29, 1932 | o . -

SUBJECT: Ford Motor Company - Sterling Axle Plant, Sterling Hcigh&, Michigan

) FROM: ﬁ,\R }‘{[in}dhofm‘; mirccmr, EDO //}éf;’/}

O am Miner, Supervisor, Technical, Permits, and Compliance Section, SHW
RiEL ,m i . . . " " M ¥
‘Kar} Bremer, Supervisor, Toxic Substances Sectian, St

Ronald Mustard, Chief, Compliance Section, SWQC

On June 3, 1982 Ross Powers of my staff conducted an SPCC inspection of the
subject facility. While at the facility, observations incidental to the inspection were
made (see attached June 15, 1932 memo) indicating possible non compliance with
RORA, TSCA and NPDES regulations. These observations are forwarded to your
attention for appropriate follow-up actiomn. '

Ine,:idently, the facility was the subject of a previous referral by this office for
fallow—up action dated September 3, 1976 {copy attached).

The Environmental Services Division will initlate appropriate action pursuant to the
findings from the SPCC inspection. '

EBA FORM 13208 1064 370 ‘ . '

[




. . Ford Motor Company, Steriing Axie Piunt
'T‘L"i}gnj chghhs, ﬁ? : _

. D ﬁrnﬂse 1z office retentig recalved a citizsn g cawp1a1nt rﬂqard%ng

"L-Tha-¢ena)ainanh a uorker at the FEC!]!HIS nnd,cat;d that cawar%tar
" psed on-the high froguency heat treating system for the axles are dis- '+
> varded with scrap metal and occasionally arve punctured. The capacitors,
C about 20% x 14" x 4%, contain a PCS caution Tabel. The scrap motal

'Rﬁginn Y.

5
,ﬂﬂa Prop03ﬂd Peret Pudif1watﬁon - H’BFS 5L 0003917 SEP e

wea T S

,:. Yinkihofar, Director o ZTF:T”;-;R ; LR _i"f
chigan~Ohio District Office. e el ‘

fg Permits Branch-

the possible d}saﬁarqﬂ Gf P€3 5 bc th anvironment at t%ﬁ ua}wc

o

telyip” containers are storad 1ot% in the facility and cutside. A
specific Jocation cited was the M-15 maintenance crib. The rc“p}axnantd
also indicated that pl art‘supervisiaﬁ was potified of the matier, but

apnav%?tTf nothing was done io correct the problem. The worker was also
goncernad that the PC3 could enter the water supcij and cooiing water if

N LRl

a ﬁapacitor xpioda in a&?V?C

; He dﬂ not nave aﬂy cawwontﬁ regarding t e modiTication of ihe permit

which i3 to include nencontact cooling water, condanser watar and blowe
down from boiler and cooling tower. ¥e do note that the original permit

uags primarily for Jterm water runoff from various areas, which received
_trggcﬂenf in a detention pond. Ye are concarned that this discharge
- 2150 includes runoff from waste storace areas such as the scrap metal op

e

ip" storage, and may therefore include PC3's frem time to time.

.EX:& permit should sphc1f1ca?3y prohibit the discharge of PCB's unless
-th@ Permittas and the 1bduan agency certify the PCB handling procgdurs&
:at the fuCT}ity prnciudL suc1 discharge. :

i-‘

ﬁ capy of this mewo is being prﬂv1ded iu G. Pratt, PCB Lngrdinatarﬁ

-0 . . - -

Please contact Pobert M. uuckiay at Grosse E?e shmuid you hava uﬂj
questvons regarding the abOV9,

€0y G. Pratt, PC8 Coord1nat0r

Reading File HODO o T

RiBuckley/ts - 9/1/76

e f%%";‘ _l;" ﬁ ‘ _r .":;? §§%% | j:‘_'ik:u.ér?j:

‘ ETHRU ' Deputy ﬁ?reétar S ah Divts%on, 3/5 _ ‘. ‘1'- 'lJ_fijiﬂz;L;;
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nspoction of roMoo0 Ster lmg Axle Plant, Sterling lleights, MI, June 3, 1982

I
f - {f” ,
EPaee " Lyt

o
Rass E. Powers, Oil & Hazardous Materials Ccordinator, EDO, 5/SEGY
A. R. Winklhofer, Director, Eastorn District Office, 5/SEDO

This facility was visited by the writer to complete an inspection of the
SPOC Plan that was pcurtlv checked during a May 18, 1982, TAT inspechtion
(aLwchcd}

The enormous amwount of oil and oily waste handling activities at the plant
lends itself to spillage dnj accidental losses to the property. No oil
1(')4@(33 to properties off the facility were observed, but the use of the
acility drainage ditches and open lagoons for olly waste collection, makes
one wonder if these materials will eventually affect the outside environs.
The plant housekeeping was very sloppy and nay be inconsisitent with nost
plant safety .practices. - . .
The Stexling Axle Plant has two large oily waste lagoons on the north side
of the plant. In the past, these pits were used to dispose of oily sludges
The easterm-most lageon has not been used in about 10 years and is filled
with a thick crusty sludge. The western lagoon has been used up until

-1979, and is still filled with oily liguids. Both lagoons have grass

covered earth dikes. It is rot known if they are lined. 2Another small

oily sludge lagoon was constructed adjacent to the "storm water" pord to
accept culy sludges from dradging operations. 01l that surfaces in this

old pit, is allowed to overflcw back into the "stom water" pond. The
wastes in these lagoons could leach or escapz threugh animal burrows and

gy act as a death trap for waterfowl.

The "storm water" pond is a 10 MG lagoon that receives 0.4 MGD of non-contact
coqling water plus rcof, yard and storm drainage from the r_,nti_r.@. site. Tt

is @ischarged to Moore Drain by periodically purping about 1.5 MG frem a
deep well pit at the south end of the lagoon. The pond. bxnks aro heavily
oiled and permanent oil skimmars and booms are employed to recover the
floatable cils. Insoluble oils and oily sludges are also discharged to

the lagoon. Soluble cil crulsions are prol bably broken somew shat and diluted
before discharge. The WWT Plant chamist said, “they turmn on the

purps for about 10 minutes, draw a .Jamp;c, for oil and grease and 1f it .
is too high (>10 mg/1), stop the purping ard allow the pord to £ill up » more”
The May 19282, MOR indicated an a\rei:aqrs oil and greasec of 5 ng/l with a

9 mg/), maxinum, Tt is hard to beligve that such low lovels of oil and
grease are fourd in the discharge of this grossly olly lagcon.

The plant cenvironmental enginecr claims that he has nob scen a MONR viater
qualiLy investigator in years, however, they do have froquent visits by
MDNR air guality inepectors. It would scom prudent to cheock the validity
of their NPDES reporting/sacpling and oporating procodures,




-

In the CVCP-L of a 151-179’:3 soluble il spill to the storm, ond, I owas boid
{'.'h-:\_t':"ﬁl'ld:_gmzﬂ would be pumped Lo Lholr process walor troatmepd plant for
purification.

SOM'_}@QQj_ls avl floatable olls are allowed to drain Lreely into the stomn
water pond bofore any attorpls are made to recover the oils. Track drainage
ditches and stormsewers are uoed to collect and conduct the spilled wastos
o o Cgkorm pond Yecovery units. Sane of these conduits appear o bo
rostricted in £1ow, aliowing oils to remain on the ground for long poricds
or bagkwater into areas where olls ware not spilled. This practice will
yesultin the oil soaking into the ground. In the past, oily chips ware
1oaded-into gondola cars, Wi ioh dripped oil into the rallast ard drained

to krack ditches, which flowad into the stoma pond. Despite the consimee tion
of special chip-car drains and drain procedures, oil from thesa R.R. cors
was onserved dripping into the ballast on & nearby siding. M attormpt Lo
keep this oil from entering the storm pond by raising manholes nedxy areas
vhere oily chips were hardled, has only resulted in the oil flowing fucther
away to other storm drains.

In tracing the Flow path of one oil stream, the writer discovered a 20'x20°

pit full of oil and lapping corpound (a mineral oil/silicon carhonate coxeound) .
This material was being ctored for later solidification with the surrounding
dike material (power house f1v ash), and disposal as & qon-hazardous material.
Tha EPA toxiciiy for soluble 0l1s, mineral oils and other licquid wastes

that were baing dumped into the tomporary lagoon for dilution by solidifi-
cation vas wiknowi. The havler and deposition of tha solidified oily wastes
wag not manifested and available to the writer. This appears o be an

attempt to disguise a listed RCRA waste. '

An jinspection of the PCR waste storage area found that several drums wel
without lids. Two small wor s forters were left on the top of a drum
ihstead of being cocured inside apd all of the harrcls were painted yellow
and labeled PCB. Ho PC3 stickers wera on the barrels. FPC3 monthly recovds
. arxiﬂle dates the containers wora placed in storage were not checked. The
plant environmental engincer stared that PCR stichers were placed on the

warrels when they were shippzd for disposal on a semi~annual basis. The
fagility is not following TEOC labeling ard recording procedures.

T believe that this facility may e in violation of TCRA, NPDES, T5CC and
speC requlations, as well as MIR's Part 5 yiles, and warrants further
investigation by specialists in those areas. Please forward these chserva—
“ions to related activities.

Attachments

[ gy e TR A T
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LPREVENTIO
ALl s line discharge into a retention pond which is manitéreﬁ
and as needed. : ;
No dik era present around any of the aboveground tanks.
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oar personnel arrived at Yord Motor Company Plant to inspect the
facility for an spCC Plan. After rovicewling the'SPCC glgn TAR
pergghg¢1]were not allowed on gite bo inspect the facility unless
they could show proper_ldentificationa pmr, Gravanta would nol _
accept our jdentification cards. ML Garavanta requested that we

';Qturg_the following day at which time - if he securred permission

from Forg Headguarters he would allow us to perform an on site
inspeckion.
The Ffollowing day we returned to the facility. Mr. caravanta had
obtainad permission from Ford to allow us to continue our :
inspection. Inspection of facility showed a cleax operation. No
dikes were prasent around any aboveground tanks. According Lo
Mr.Garavanta any discharge of oil would flow into storm drains
which discharge into a ratention pond. ‘This was verified in their
spCC Plan. Mr. Garavanta revealed that on ther facility were a
aurbar of tanks that stoxed coolant water with a 5% oil mixture.
ur. Garavanta was informed that these tanks should be included

as park of the plan. My, Garavanta disputed this on the telephone
and would not supply the data necessary to complete the

inspection.
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Hoviged - T
o June 1, 1981
POLLUTTON THCIDENT PREVENEION TLAN
' b TNSPECTTON SilBET o 5
_ - TANK : INSPECTION HESULTS
ESCRIPTJ;QH " !LND COMMIITS
TANK PARM L L
. B ‘ ¥ RS
(1) ~ - 12,000 gal. lube oil "BG '
{1 12,000 gal. hydrauiic oil BG
{1} : ’h,.,.f 0 goal. cubbing oil BG
{1} | 20,000 gal. hydvaulic oil BG o,
(6) 10,000 gal. dubs oil AG ’
{1) 20,000 gal. solublo oil BG i
- €3} 4,000 gol. scluble oil ‘ BG
VASTE TL;TW‘_{?
(1) 15,000 gal. fevric chioride AG . .
(1) . fexric c.hJo “ide £111 line AG
(1} 50,000 gal. waste oil, hG
{1% 8,000 gal. waste oil BG
{3 -’12@,000 m"L., waste. 0il, lagoons AG i
(2) 20,000 gal.. wasbo oil AG
(2} 00,000 gcu... soluble oil treaiment AG .
_ {2} 50,000 pel. {concrate) procesa AG '
+yastevater . .
(23 120,000 gal. clerificrs :
2> (0} Bewage treatment tanks 24G, 2BG
HISCE ff.u o i : s.
mm . . . 1
(1} 5,000 gal. dilosel fusl oil - LG S
PCH Storage Crib -~ Salvage Duilding
{1) ;15,000 gal. vmmhna ¢ BG o
. {2} 2,000,000 gal. sludge ssbiling ponds g o
Co(1) O B,000 mel. waste oil : AG >
(1) 5,000 gal. wasts cil AG s
{1) Storn w.tor vond 3 C
Hazardous Wasbte Storage Area - .mlv&ga Building
- : . ¥

HOTE:

BG - BELOW GROUND

AG ~ ABOVE GROUNE -

rba

-
i

IHSPECTON

U NATE



APPENDIY A

112, QQG gallcn buried tank of lubricating oll
1»}21QQQ gallon buried tank of hydraulic oil

gallon buried tark of cubtlng oil

1w2a.$ﬁ0 gallon burzod tank of hydraulmc 011

Bv-vi'lﬁ 600 g_&llu‘m aboveground tanks of E_ubrq.__._.c_ating 0il, Z of which
synthetic coolants, not petroleum distillates '

gaglon buried tanks of soluble Oiiﬁ

..H;;géllon bukied tank of soluble
]w50“éﬂ@.ga1]on aboveground tank of was te oil
lm& @Oﬂ gal lon hﬁried ténk of waste oil

3- 120 ODO gallon abovegzounﬁ waste 0il lagoons, one of wnnch is
not prcsently use-.

2-20 DQQ gallon abovaqtcund anks.of waqté oil

2m 126 QDO gallcn abmvaground Qll clafif*ars

2~-120 000 gallon aboveground tanks ofscluble oil
1-5, QQQ galJcn abovegrouwd tank of diesel fuel oil

l“l¢;@99:ggllon_hurled tank ©of gasoline

1*4?@@ ‘gallon abaveground tank of waste oil

lmﬁ'ﬂﬁi gallon‘abavegxound tank of waste oil

2;,?&_ gallon of PCB oil in txanaformers, switch gear boxe ax@_.;'
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. MR L 1 . June 1, 1931
o SEGTION Lo Plank Oporakion -
A }'"tﬂ“*ﬂhqim .
. f .
- There are clpht major classes of pobential polluting materials consumed or
ycnuratﬁd ah the &tovllnp Azdle Plant, Thay are stored as indicated ‘i;v:zlhfmn,E .
P Lubricatinu, Hydraullc and Cuttimg il . ' ' . )
_ One 12,066 gallon below ground tank for lubricating oil . .
One 12,020 gsllon below ground tank for byd“Tullc 011 ‘
One 12,000 zallon below ground tadk for cubtbing oil
One 20,000 Uﬁllen pelow grouad tank for hydraulic oll ;
§ix 10,000 gallon below ground tanks for iubricabing oil

2, Solwble 0ils . ' . .. - “

i . ' S ' . ’ . ' :
On 20 0C0 y 130n below g ~ound tank - .“. I R N
Three k 000 gallon below ground tanks - T

*3_ . l l l a l. 3 . . A ’

by N L

‘enegis,aoo gallon below ground tank ;

3. Road.Salt ' T _ )

Ona'SD ton pile above Uround§ 25 feet x 75 feat; on conpr te alab ?nﬂ
sheltbered.

6. VWaste 0il PO : . ‘

. 0@&_%,000 gallon abovae ground tank - i
. Ong 50,000 gallon above ground tank . . .
DnajB,OGO gallon balow ground tonk N . s
Twe 20,000 gallen above ground taaks o R S Lo

: -One 5,000 gallen above gfonﬂd tank T S v o

_ Threa 120,000 gallon abcve vruunﬂ Sayaons - R

?a.A S}%a Bedf} + _' - . D: ‘ ' - : T o v : E h

te P - e ey ' _..' o ..“) , - .‘, A i : . . )
: : 0 SRS ;
; .
; ff"i"‘*"f"?’v’uﬂfﬁi ﬁffra»hﬁ’; éé&wﬂ’ ?Nﬁnmﬁ;?} ZEF P ,?"”’f"’g’ﬁ’fo
. fC0,0GG ralion above pround dolualb 0il treatment banks T .
- . . - ] * .
_),OC{J {Hs!lon abavae prownd diocsel fuel oll tank . Ce

- starm water pond S o L

‘ Ong PLB storape eribh ~ Salvapae Bualdtny . ! .

o v Dne Higanrdons Hanbe abovrapas aves -~ Brlynpe Bullding . " ‘

fote: Hon potraloum/non-ail based seberiala nre mavked with an anborink

AL ihanpel inelonded in Lhe v POres ¢ otn Maberiad Storgom Tnventory,
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Ford mmr Co.., Q‘:ter:} ing Plant H/3/a2

. EACILITY DESCRIPTIGH

& TYFEE QF wus;urs:{cwrw.&ﬂom
Transmission & Chassis Division

s ACIHLIYY OH- FTQHA("E;

ALLachmmt "A" Listing

Plus - Coolant {soluble O.Ll) ccntlal soluble oil sys t:cms in the manufacturing
areas., :

oarlmg procecures rogquire attendance.

Co*xta:.m‘:an : Lqu;m”s:.nt on hand near storm por‘.d

Clean-up eqmpnant, in Dept. 249.
Monthly mpecuons ard myento*“les.
mmrg ﬁ:.czn SSk 03.

ARTAANANGE QF FASILITY (howckeeping]

Spillage of soluble oils apparent on N. & E. sidés of plant.
‘l?csvporaz.ﬁr_'-zfly ash pit has had spillage. -
Oil staq.ned grounds, drives, R.I. ballast and pité evident.

FART S ]

_-7/9_2"?9 to Mecore Drain.

)

20 gal. s'p




& H W * L
g I CE VYNNG A TR Ahonedid & gpd] wanusd . o .
drains to toore Drain tributary to:  Clinton River Basin
{(HPereanial E)intermitient
T ]water present ok tima of inspection
[THnspoctor i ischerge t0 cectiving veater
[ Virapuctor trecad B __"_'runl drainsgy path 10 receiving water
[T Recaiving weate _ds'r_n;:i-‘;li.ed by company rEprossniative
[T JRersiving w tagidenlilisd (rom topo maps - . o - N
[IRecvivieg w fifisd by oiher maons fspreifeli : . T - B
TIROFAMLE FLOW FATH 10 HECEIVING WATER
Via ground water flow to neightoring drain through stoom pond discharge.
.
. ¢ l‘.
¢ +
: )

ot e e




= @?’EN‘QS D/TRANS 5
RCRA LAND DISPOSAL RESTRICTIONS INSPECTION.

1, Geneve! Informaiion

5 & e P A s
= Ty g
idad, 21 11 MG
a4 oM
Sirmar foy
=
Pd G i il

City: STERLINg 5T State: M1 Zip: “83/0

Teiepnone:

Inspection Date: M’ Time: ‘ B i:(amjpm)

Weather Conditions: PARrTLY Coouiy 7Ny Braez Y

7

Name @;gggw itl Telephone

Inspeciom: MO e : - e

Facility Rerresentatives: Dayis o~ Tiniaen Spec (312) 826-C7 &

- (mpdpe 2770 L B A lTyEs P TR B3 g 4
§ Coon
‘ > 5
Generate Transport Treut St Dispose
g B . —~
_ 001-F00S Solvents - . S
FO20-F023 P S
and F0O8 TO28
- . . o
California List ~ . - SEE—
First Third X - S — .
[40 CFR 268.10]
Second Third . —
[40 CFR 26811}
Piard STl
b b feas L
¥ Sea Acpendix 7
L ) Hiw pespe
- - - meud oreete
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LDR Waste Management:

Summary:
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RCRA LAND DISPOSAL RESTRICTIONS INSPECTION

. WASTE IDENTIFICATION

Al Dices the facilily handle the

P
y
Pl
s

T i ey 3 4 >
nilowing wasies]

pent solvenys

151 -

I

2. F020-F023 and FO26-F(28 dioxincontaining wastes

List

List

Yes No 7

3. California List Wastes (See Appendix F)
Yes No v/ ’

4. First Third Wastes [0 CIR 2
Yes 0 4_/

5. Second Third Wastes {40 CFR

Yes N
5 tnird Toird Wastes {++) 7 2
e
Yes L- No
Tougrar Difectiee IRVZD0 N it

S

characrzristic leacning ,,rcxecwe o
the taxicity characteristic.

smail guantity generatars

268.11]

TR

iml CoTS
FS(>3~\J o t‘we

ire recuifIa o oLie oo
2vtraction grocedsre (EP) .‘:,r e "—:m—ug
st comply with this new reduradeni oy

03/29/91.
i
B. Yaste Code Delermination
1. Have all wastes been cocrectly :uhn(if cd for purposes of compliance with
40 CFR Part 2637
Ve Mo
If no, list below:
Assigned Classification Correet sl e
E) 1 e 1y w Lot v : . v
Commars ) -
. m‘;R.e,- :.m Cﬁ?@ ] ; .

S T e et B




GEN/TSD/TRANS

Have both the listed and characieristic wasic ciwic been assioncd, wnere 2 Hsics
i g

wasie =xnibis a characierisuic? {20 T RECRUBIRY

Yes - MNo N

Comments

Bas multi-source leachate been assigned the T (139 waste code?” (40 CFR 261 1.31]

Yes No NA V.

“leschate derived exclusively from FO20-23 and/or FO26-FOZB dioxin wastes retains the
individual weste cpORS.

I yes, was single-source lcachatc combined (o form multi-source leachate? [55 FR

22523
[
Yes " No -%

Comments

Does the facility handle the follow ing wastes (national capaciiy »ariancesi?

001 TS contaminated soil and dubris resaliing L ragnonse action
or a R CRA corTective sCllh Mé,llu-. T ‘

//
Yes No v

Dioxdn contaminated soil and debris resulling from a CERTL~ s Rehktc acuonora
RCRA corrective action (expires - 11/08/90). |40 CFR 268.31{b1]

-
o
-

Yes No

——— T

California list contaminated soii and debris resuiting from @ CZRCLA respons
sction or a RCRA corrective action (expires - 1108} [40 CFR 268.32(d){2)]

Yes No +

K048-K052 petroleum wastes (nonwastewalors, expires - 11080, (40 CTR 268.3°
vl

e “‘-{‘n:ﬂ

w0 : B e e sl trebine i hars el

Cob b R AR b R
S I N RO T RAFIR KL
Do B3 PULS, POSZ, POTE, PUSS

xI13RC )
PS4, PU‘~ Pi11, UDIA U ,',U‘}t“ i x&T‘LOSS‘LuDZ,UlD‘._
:::J‘ \::5 {C‘"‘”ﬁ %'mg (.::—H R 14(d)}
Yes e
A e ST R g e N
—_—
E ’ 7 :.L :‘A



6. =  Soil and debris contaminated with wastes that had treatment standards set in the
* Third Third rule based on incineration, mercury retocting, vitrification, or wet air
axdation. See Appendix A (expires - 05/0:4772). {40 CFR 268.35(e)]
e Mo
7. The foilowing nonwastewaters - FO39, K031, K084, K161, XI0L Li0a, POt0, PO,
POIZ. P36, FO38, POSS, POYT, POSZ. U126, U5 1L (expirss -0503/92), [0 CFR
258350}
Yes Na _~
8. The foilowing wastes identified as hazardous based on a characterisiic alone: D004
{nonwastewaters), D007 (lead materials stored before secondary smetiting), DOG9
{nonwastewaters) (expires - 05/08/92). [40 CFR 268.35(c}]
/
Yes No ¥
9. Inorganic soiid debris as defined in 268.2(g); includes chromium refactery oricks
carrying EPA Hazardous Waste Nos. KO48-KN52 (exptres - 05/08/92). {40 CFR
268.35(c)]
Yes No z,/
10. RCRA hazardous wastes that contain naturaily occurning radicacivs mateniis
(expires - 05,08/92). [40 CFR 268.35(c}}
Yes No o~
ti. Wastes Hstad in 40 CFR 288 10, 268 {1, ared "5R 12 that oo mive
radioactive, Nazardous wasics (Cxpires - o= D00 A0 U TR Do Sia |
///
Yes Nao_ ¥ ‘
\Ii
o T ' i O
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GEN
TR AN DISPOEAL TUCTRICTION INSPECTION
SR REQUIREMENT

iy Growp - Treatmend Siandards {deaiification

FOO1-F005 Spent Soivent Wastes: Docs the guncrator correctly determine the
appropriate treatability group/treatment standurd for each F-solvent?

o

Yes - No NA

Il ves, list each waste code and check the correct treatability group.

Waste Code Wasiewater® Nonwastewaler
- D0 — v

e

:

P

i 21 05 ,Z

¢l ess than 1% by weight totei organic carbon (TOCY, of less than 1Y by weight total FO01-
FOO5 solwent constituents listed in 40 CFR 268.L1, Table COWE. [40 Crr 268.2¢13(1))

Comments

F020-F023 and F026-F028 Dioxin Wastes: [ s the generator correctly determine
the appropriate treatability group/trcatment «iandard {or each dioxin waste?
25 A MA L

If yes, list each waste code and check the correct treatabiiity group.

Waste Liniu Woastewnier? WNonwasiewatler

PSSR RS-

IR PRI ———i—
—_—

Comments

Plpgg tHme T T e aemsgnlowtel et TR 1¥ totel suspended soiids (TSS) by weight.
(i) LER el

First, Second and Thind Third Moo

. Tanes (90 2€DErator sorreet v determine the appropriate treatability
Yoo o cament aomar T =ach wasie’
' HRA A
~ T ciosezzpem o M ~zior® Nonpwasiewaler

e

-~ —~ = &7

. o - o

- -
—_ e — -l



-

® Less than 1% T0C by weight and fesn than ‘Iﬁ torel suscerded solids ‘
(TSS) with the fallowing exceptions: td11, X013, and X014 - less than 5% by

‘weight TOL and less. than 1X Dy weight T759%; K103 and X104 - less than &% by

weight TOC ang less than 1% by weight 7SS. (&40 CFR 268.2{F)(23(1]

20 the assigned reatment standands {or listed wastes cover constituents ihat
Tav cause the waste 1o exhibit any vharactenstics? (40 CFR 283.9 (b)]
Ve Mo MA

Lol 1

Does the generator specify aiternative treatment standards for lab packs?”®

s

Yes No o NA

*Jse of the siternative treatment starmdards is not required.
IF yes, do lab packs only contain the foilowing wastes?* [40 CFR 268.42.(c}]

__ Organometailics: 40 Part 268, Appendix IV constituents
___ Organics: 40 CFR Part 268, Appendix V constituents

*Unirequioted wastes and hazardous wastes which meet trestment standards may be
commingied in the appropriate Appendix IV and ¥ lab pack. [55 FR 226291

Does the generator specify alternanive treatment standards for FO39 multi-
source teachate?®

Yes No

NA L~

=ige of the aiternative treatment stamiards ig recufred. {5% FR 22419)

Caiifornia List "Wastes: Has the generator correctly ideniified the treatabiiity group

and

treatment standard/prohibition levet for the [ollowing wastes? [55 FR 22675]

Liquid Fazaedous wastes conwainmog FCBs > 50 ppm

-

Yes =l o MOy

If yes, check “he appropoaie treatabiity group:

5010 25 ppm PCRs

S S e TR
Livted o o ecn op sl wovey oo 0 noeg > 1000 med (liquids) or mgke
(non-lques FOCs whien are o0 o -tea of characterized by the HOC

corplent

o . SR S COR A
on jevel ol 1,00%

{
S e 00 T ean s om0 saaal i the protinin



5.

GEN,

c. Liguid nazer . walsir 4 harsCrorisiic 3NG 280 conmizin
> i34 mgd oo Ao 2f L T mest thallivm
Yes e A

National Capacity Variance ‘wasics: i a wasivsiream contains a mixture of wastes,
an iance only applics to some of the wase codes, has the generator idenuified

all applicablc treatment ciandsrcs and California List prohibitions? (See Appendix
€
Yes No NA | /
If California List prohibiticns sprly, complete the following tahle for cach wasle
code, noting the dale on wawa iie sational copacily variance expires. . R
Waste Code Cal List Applicability Expiration Date N?

A

‘\

Comments

Treatment standards expressed as required tcehnologies: Has the generator specified
an alternative method o that required in 40 (PR 268.427

Yes No A

1f yes, list the waste code, the technology specified in 40 CFR 268.42, the allerative
meihod, and documentation of spproval. {46 JFROI6BAL(DY

Waste Code Reauired Technology Alicrnitve Method Apnroval
Comments ) .
Does the generalor mix restricted wiston &0 0 b 1 abaogowat 00 ura

constituent of concern?

Yes No
> et ! [
i D
Yes MO
Commenis

)
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TrEOEEES Revised 0890

yaste Analysis

- GEN

mweme -
)

Mo

I no. dex
standards?

1€ genarsior &,

=

Yes

No

(1f Yes, 3010 3.)

Comments

Does the generator make this determin:ition using:

a Koowledge of waste:

Ym/

No

If yes, list the wastes for which applied knowledge was used and describe

the basis of determination. Atiach Jocumentation. [40 CFR 268.7(a)(5)]
Dood o o Sop T =

DasT Ty

_— Aw o A o e
M ED e T E

b. TCLP*: Are wastes with treatmen standards specified in 40 CFR 268.41
analyzed using TCLP?** {BDAT**" = stabilization/immobilization
“technotogy) (40 CTR 267 200m]

Yes Na S

SYCLP = Toxicity Characteristic Leaching frocebsra (30 CFR Part 268, Eppendiz 1, '
EPA Test Hethod 13113

tegae hpperdixn 8 for exceptions.

ewegnAT = best demonsirated availahie technatogy.

See kpperdix k.

[f ves, list the wastes for ahich T Powas nses
test, the [requency of testing, and note any prat
LAt Te T T oA

—_— L . gl o

el rravide the dute af Tast
oms, Adtach test resuits?
e T

fee U EM aped Wop s SN

ST T e A TR et T T gl ) T T LY g/r\k
v Tata cshiuent analysis: Are s e vl bt e ; '

268+ crvtiyed wsing total conviin g e e T A Foeoos

- ,.A.} [

o =z
7 v

destructioniremoval techaology) | 10O Jhd o Dy Tt
Yes No Sy
e oo v spose om0t
[ owir [ . 1 .
(O Cdw . aalwak, hie e
test resusls.
I3 _: .
4 - ; !



GEN
Z —ur T gg PELT used 1o delerming i Caidii - et
were contained in figuid hazardous wiste? (e Z
Yes No NA
“oflT s Paint Filter Liguids Test [Test Melhed SUP3, IF: o0 oo G T i)

1l yes, Jist the wastes for which PFLT was used and provide the date of last
test, the frequency of testing, and note any problems. Attach test resulls,

Does the gcncraior?!rcal‘?’rcsiricicd wastes in ¥ day tanks or containers regulated
under 40 CFR 262.247

Yes No _},_/_f (lgfﬁg)go 10 4.)

——

Does the generator treat the wastes (0 meel appropriate treatment
standards/prohibition levels? '

Yes Mo

Il yes, has the generalor nropared a wasie analysis plan detail
{esting 10 be conducted? 40 CFR 268.7(a}(4)]
e Yo (I Mo 3010 4
Does the pian provide the following? {40 CI'R 268.7(a)(4)(1)]
i
Detaijed chemicsl and physical analysis of the restnicted wasts as justification for
frequency of tesing
Necessary information 10 treat the wasics in accordance with Part 268
requirements
Discussion of number of wastes treated. \heir variability, and variabiiity of the
{reaiment process
. e
Has the plan been filed with the Regional Administrator (return recaipt, Federal
Express slip, etc. reguired for Goien s CTR 268.7{a)(4)(i1)]

YES___ ND___

Comments ]

= ateen Dromibidon [EOTE T

B. { owes the preTL Y e TR e

standards”

egee Appendiz £ for disiineiian belwe-r resirictec ara profiblted «estet.

Yes No- (1{ Mo, golo b,
List the wasies e o



Are the wastes amenable 10 the samc type of treatment? [53 FR 22666]

Y es No

LoImens

o Does the generatar dilute p nrohihited] wastes [0 meat iTeatmens 7L un
rers g

criteria, or render them non nazardons? (55 FRI2603]
Yes__  No_.  (iNoiswec)
Check appropriate category:

Dilutes to meet treatment standards
Dilutes to render waste nan-hasiardous

Da the wastes fall into the following -ategories? (Check if appropriate.; (40
CFR 268.3(b)]

___Managed in treatment systems reyulated under the Clean Water Act
Non-toxic* characteristic wastes
___ Treatment standard specified in .10 CFR 268.41 or 268.43

*Non-toxic = D0GT{sncant Righ TOC nomwastewaters), D002, and DOO3(excen: “zysnides
and sul fideg). 5% f lZde]

[f the wastes do ot il inwo the above categores, brietly descoine ne
conditions under which they were diliuted.

c. Baseu on an assessment of 4. and 0., and any other e'e‘. AR CIITUnL N,
does the gen;rwr dxluze restricted wastes as a substitute for adequate
treatment? [40 CFR 268.5(a)}

A ¥
Yes No _*~ <
Comments
3. FO39 Multi-source leachate: Has the generar run an initial analysis {or ail

constituents of concern in 40 CFR 268.41 and 268.437 {55 FR 22620}
7

Yes No NA
C. Management
L. On-Site Management
To reetrictod waste rreanet cibier o T et ani) stored Lo
prorien b A ot sdes Pl Do
- LTe
Yes No RSP

(1f ves, the TSI Checklist matst al o ve comypleted.

7= Revesed NR W & Co T -



GEN

# tmail muantity generstor = gereritor 5t greater than or eenzal to 100 kg/mo, bui

fegs than 1,000 tg/mo. Naidfcouy wasiy. o of {ass s |oXGimo, acut2iv nalircous

wWasi2
Comments
. Il the generator treats characleristic wastes in systems regulaied under the

Clean Water Act, have the following been dewumented: the determination of
restriction. how restricted wasies are managed, and why wastes discharged
pursuant 1o an NPDES permit are noi prohibited (if applicable)? [SSFR

22662}
Yes No NA V7
T o . .
c. Il the generator treats characteristic w astes in RCRA exempt units to render

them non-hazardous, are the wastes managed as resinicted until 40 CFR Part
268 (reatment standards are met?* [0 CFR 268.9(d)]

Yes No NA L

*This appiies to both concentration haced treatment stardards specified in 40 CFR
268.41 ard 268,43 and to some 40 CFR SEE 47 recuired methoas which result in
{restment beiow the charecterietic levei. Ses sppendtd C.

2. Off-Site Management: Waste Exceuds Treatment Siondarag
a. Does the generator ship any waste fhid excoods ireatment

standards/prohibition evels to an of L aiz resiment O SLOTAEE factliy?

Yes V’/ No - (If No, go10 3.)

. . . i g o .
Identify waste code(s) and ofT-site treatment of sicrape facilities to which
wastes arc shipped.

Waste Code Receiving Faciiily
Feo2 CafE Ty K]
oo s it N i

u e
ooy i i T

Does the penerator provide a notification 1o the treaunent or storage factiioy

' R 2 Co _
HO CFR A}H.?(a)(l}] Jyyaln LAED i~ LFE T e A PPREE:
P ALSD . i
Yes ~ No (If No, go 10 3.)
Il the gencrator specifies allernative treatment standards for lab packs, is the
e Fiear o ren o S CFRO2GS T (Thor (2] inciodet wiihe
rothoar -y
‘I’f:ﬁ ?“LJ R f‘:.“\ !
b Is a notification sent 15 each wasic shipment?
ey Ne __
- T =
P S AT

|



- GEN

I no, is the waste subject to a tolling aﬁ ment pursuant ta 262.20(e) (small

quantity generator only)?
Yes Mo (i No, zo o 39

List waste codes and subsequent h xﬂuic" wilh whom a contraciual
toiling agresment is heid.

Wiste Code Supseguent 1lindles

Did the*sn@l_q_;anﬂly—gﬂrteramr provide a notification to the receiving
facility wath theTirst waste shipmaont suhject to the toiling agreement? [40
CFR 268.7(a)(9)] N

Yes No

3. Off-Site Management: Waste Meets Treatment Standards

&

- Waste Code

Does the generator ship waste that meets treatment standards/prohibition
levels to an off-site disposal faciliey !

Yes _K/ No {1f Mo, goto 40

Idenufy waste code(s} and off-site .fisposal facilities:

Does the generator prowidg a notification and a certification to the disposal
facility? {40 CFR 268.7(a)(2)(1) an:l 268. "(a)(Zj n)i’?

-~
Yes .~ No (If Mo, goiod)
Are a notification and a certificiiion sent with each waste shipment?
. z/
- No

If navis the waste subject to a tolling agreement pursuant o 262 21(e) (small
quantity generator only)? WA

Yex Nuo (o gotad)
I TS S AETE IO S T FRE S TRTE I TR
o o by b
Woasie Coddg Yoo cquent Handler




GEN

Did the small quantily generator provide 2 nolification 8nd a cerifcalion io
the receiving Tacility with the first wasle shipment subject to the tolling
agreement? {40 CFR 268.7{a1(9]

Yes No

c. Are characteristic wastes which have been rendered non-hazardous (in a
RCRA exempt unit) shipped 1o a Subtitie D facility?

Yes No NAL (If No or NA, go to 4.)

Complete the following table:

Waste Code Receiving Facility

Are a notification and a certification for each shipment sent to the Regional
Administrator or authorized State? 140 CFR 268.9(d)(1) and 268.7(b)( ST

R

Yes NO

4. Off-Site Management: Wastes Subject to Vanances, Extensions, or Petitions

a. Does the generator ship wastes 10 atreslment, s1orage, of disposal faciiny
which are subject to adational capacity variance (40 CFR Part 268, Subpan
C), or case-hy-case extension (40 CFR 268.5)7
. T T
Yes Na ¥ (IfNoyjgo to 5.)
i e

Complete the following table:

Waste Code Receiving Facility

Does the gereraiar provide notification to the ofl-site receiving facility that
the waste is not prohibited from land disposai? [268.7(a}(3)]

R v
TR

o Mo

il oo, is che wasie subiect 10 3 toiling agreement puruant 1o 252 20{e) (small

guanniy generaior only)?

P

e Va T INe gote 5




GEN

* List waste codes and subsequent hanller with whom a contractual
tolling agreement is heid. :

Waste Code Subscquent Hindler

Did the smail quantity generator provide a notification to the receiving
~ facility with the first waste shipment subject to the tolling agreement? [40

CFR268.7(a}(9)]
Yes No
3. Records Retention

Does the generator retain on site copies of all notifications, certifications, and other
reievant documents for a period of 5 years? { 10 CFR268.7(a)(6)]
Yes / No

; Comments <

1

b

1
Do these documents ceflect proper managuigent of wastes previously covered under
expired ndtional capacity variances and the foft hammer provision*?
Yes No NA
“See Appendix C. Note that the saft hamer provision expired as of 05/08/90. Soft hammer
wasres -nicn N3d treatment standards estaplist ¢ in the Third Thira rule wers Frantea a

. mintmas 70-cay national capacitly variance to 2 ,3/%0.
Comments B
D. Treatment Using RURA 40 CFR Parts 264 and 263 Uxempt Units or Processes ; J) 7
o
1. Are resiroted wastes treated in ROR A excmpt units (i.e., boilers, furnaces,

distillaticn units, wastewater treatment tanks, clementary neutralization, etc.)?
Yes No (If No, do notcompiete this section.)
List tvpes - waste restment anits 10¢ nroee <os
AWk 1 ey Tope st Tieoiye Treatment Units and Procusses

- . .

f’i e !
Commena
¢..-" 4w &

“rsme o Revised 08,90

t
Y .I

=1



GEN

- reated. siored for greater than $0/180 days, or disposed on site?

Ll

NA

T¢r musi alse be completed)

+ i e - - e
Y ) e
— J— — pu—, ———
N ;- — -
if H it R
i - L .- i
[i - [ — Vi
H o D ]
v 1
H— — - - [
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we i O TG Poi\"\ / Lo ' ) -
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g5 1¥0 —
gt
=
an
20
F07BZ2 - RZ2TH SEE ANALY SIS - COMPLETE RUN DATE Q2/08/39
SLuTD RECOVERY SERWICE STOMER SURVE™ REYISED DATE Q2/08/83
COMTROL #: C2744% 1% RECOVERY SERVICE < s o= SAMPLE #: OQB738%
FORD STERLING PLANT
3900 MOUND RD.
STERLING HGTS M 132273
FEDERAL EPA ID: COUNTY i NATURE GF BLSINESS: MANF. PLANT
3TATE EPA: IL.: MO, 1D Ih: SIC #:
MANIFEST ADDRESS IS FACILITY MANLIFEST T2
MATERIAL DESCRIPTION: I MATERIAL COMPOSITION (VOLW%:: MIN MaX  TYPICAL
MATINT THIMNER . THINNER 100.0
PROCESS DESCRIPTION:
CLEANING |
!
VOLUME 20 GALS PER MCONTH
VOLUME ON HAND 110 . i
STORAGE CAPACITY 35 [ DRUMS i
FREQUENCY : 12WEEK [N CRUMS !
: GREY '
OME
LICUTD
LOW
RESTRICTED SUBSTANCES: NONE

50,7 HSAZARDOUS MATERIAL DESCRIPTICN: 1.
= o SHIPZING NAME Z
NCUST
HAZARD CLASS: SAZART D
t
. ThRE OF L4 TILME L BN
AVE BRITTAIN T INGINEER HONE
M: FLUID RECOVERY SERVICES ERAMCH 4 405EC CATE
LAB REVIEW: TUUACKING INFO DATE EACILITY
ACTEPRT SEG CODE: RE_EASED RECEIVEDZ Q'/20.33  3X TECANICAL CENTER
ANALYST . JG REVIEWER: JG ANALYZED: 22
CORPORATE REVIEWS: DISPGSITION  REVIEWER DATE | H.iNOLING CUDES.
TECHNICAL: ACCERT H 0 felall-
REGULATORY acceaT TaL
CPERATING. LCCEIET LG
SKO.o T T o T TR TR s B B
‘ MO WASTE LIy N.D LS
UN1553 v
APPROYED FACILITIES: ERE
2 = -« _ZEIN 1230
- _LAN =T
PO AL ; -
YRR
ir i
ST T L Tl EL L LT -
TerY OSERYES A3 NITIZE PER, JCCFRIEL D 3 TeiT Tt
HAS THE ARFRCPRIATE PIRMITS AND 15 ~I__I%5 "2 Lo
ChCTHZ 'MEY & 22030 3=




I0768% - R2271 SAFETY-KLEEN CORP &% RUN DATE 02/08/49

PRE/SHIP ANALYSIS - COMPLETE — REVISED DATE 02/08/8%
: MATERIAL AMALYSIS (ia——-

TLUID RECOVERY SERVICE e « x FLUID RECOVERY SERVICE = = = . : R C_QNTRDL #. 027445 Va
ORD STERLING PLANT ) o SAMPLE #. 057585

vaLla - CT Al SAMEL N =

2 = e
s, ERT-EL: IATITASTIVITY  ONLD
# 35 E ERE) N3 ‘ poy
EVALUATIOMN (W7 0T
CONTINT, ; z u
CHLORINE ; i

/OLATILE ORGANIC COMPOSITION: TOTAL SAMPLE BY FIC SMITT D O WEIGHT A
AINERAL SPIRITS. ALIP=ATIC {(C082-013) BG .2 SXYILENES 3.3
HEXANES 3.8 LOW BOILING A_I7=4712 —=+DROCARECNS 2.3
“GLUENE 1.8 LACETGNE 1.2
SEAVY ALIPHATIC wYDASCAREONS (5:4-222) 0.2 PROPVLENE 3. 7CTL WIT-.L ITHEQ ACETATE c 8
SERCHLCADETHYL ENE 17 PECEYL ALDIT-C_. 1Il- o7
>QOPYL ACETATE. [30- Q.5 wMETHYL ISCEUT._ <Z73nd o8
METHYL ALCOMOL 0.6 wETHYLRENZENE 0.6
ITHYL ACETATE £.3 DIACETONE L2500 0.3
TRIGHLORASTHANE -+, ' - 5.2 RIRTANES o2
ITHYL ALCOHAL D020 DCTANES o
SRCPYLENE GLYCOL ME~wv L I7-£7 o

SUMMARY: aL ] 3 CHUTRIMATED SGLYWENTS G.8
ES T T =z LROMATIC HYDRACARECNS 6.2
NI SRR 2% N T=ZRS 2.0
INs=IZI7CF NN : LLANEDOUS ¢ G

ADCITIONAL AMNALYTIZAL INFG: ~we SOLIT




20218 - R2271 (RUN 03/22/30)

FLUID RECOVERY

PREQUALIFICATION EVALUATION
CUSTOMER SURVEY

COMPLETE:
CONTROL#:

SAMPLE#

1
[

~

;. 102570

PAGE 1 OQF 2
03/22/90
Cc0o&8218-1

/
o T L

NQ ATTACHMENT

* o= FLUID RECOVER @
CUSTOMER INFORMATION:
FORD STERLING
338000 MQUND RD
STERLING HEIGHTS MI 48078
MID o9 % 1S5 yog
ATTN: DAVID W. BRITTAIN
BRANCH: 405501 DALE WALKOWIAK
NATURE OF BUSINESS: MFG
MANIFEST ADDRESS 7S BILUING MANTFEST 7O SAFSTY-KLEEN
MATERIAL: (WASTE PALNT: PROCESS: F2IMNTING
VOLUME ES GALS PER QUARTER VOLUME ON HANC z3
STORAGE CAPACITY: 55 IN DRUMS SHIPPING FREQUENC?A T2 WKS  IN DRUMS
COLOR: G! IVE LAYERS: ONE PHYSICAL STATZ ' LIGUID VISCSSITY: LOW
MATERTIAL COMPGSITION(VOL%): CQODE MIM MAX  TYPICAL
PAINT P .2 30.0
METHYL ETHYL KETCNE MEK c.z 10.0
THINNER T .o 4G 0
RESTRICTED SUBSTANCES: NONE .
D.0.T. HAZARDOUS MATERIAL: CUSTOMER REQUEST ASSISTANCE
A HAZARDOUS WASTE: CLSTOMSIS 2540257 2SSISTANCE
P.O. NC: BRANCH: 405501 CATIZ: 02/18/90
TYPE OF SAMPLE: NUMEZR OF DRUMS SAMPLED: TAKEN 3Y: SALESREP
) CONTACT: DAVID W, 2ZRITTAIMN TITLE: ENVIRON SPECIALISTS PHONE: 313-826-5718
CORPORATE REVIEWS: DISPOSITION REVIEWER  DATE i
TECHNICAL : ACCERT CAP 03/21/90 [ HANDLING CODES: SC2/TSC PRIZING TIDE F1
REGULATORY : ACCEPT TAaL Qa/21/90 i
UPERATING: ACCEPT s Q3/z2/8C |

APPROVED FACILITIES: )
(654) SAFETY-KLEEN CORP (6358) SAFETY-KLEEN CORP

833 EAST 138TH 5T STATE HWY tda
DOLTON IL 0419 MEW CASTLE KY 40080
FED EPA#: ILDSB80613313 KYD053348108
STATE EPA#: 0310830008
TELEPHONE: 7CB8/84S5-4850 502/845-2453

IL. AUTH#¥: CCO161

APPROVED 00OC1167 DRUM QR BULK
DOT-EPA RQ WASTE PAINT RELATED MATERIAL

DESC. FLAMMABLE LICUID UN1263
£ L M-ERGARE)

COMMENTS: FOR FUEL. JFRS CAT 1I.
~—_

THIS SERVES AS NOTICE PER, 2QCFR264.1218), TRAT

[
X
(3]
€
[t
(2]
t
It
'
Ll
[
w
in

THE FACILITY(IES) NOTLD ABZIVE
Ha5 THE APPROPRIATE PERMITS AND 1S W&ILLING I RECIIVE TRE MATERIAL JLOCRIZLT



SU¥TE - R2271 (RUN 03,2230 SAFETY-KLEEN CORP. PAGE 2 gF 2

.
PREQUALIFICATION EVALUATION COMPLETE: 03/22/90
MATERIAL ANALYSIS CONTROL#: 0056218- 1
SAMPLE# : 102570
S o ACCEDT
FLUID RECOVERY MO AT TACHMENT
FORD STERLING T
== FLUID Rz2zcoveaovy Exm
GEMERAL ANALYSIS OF TOTAL SAMPLZ '
CZLOR : GREEMN/CFF WHITE
WATER CONTENT : .3 WTY
NDN—VGLATILE REZIZUE: 13.2 W13 DESC?IPTION: SQLID
FLAMMAB I LTt t FLASHED AT 122 & Ry SETAFLASH
FLAMMABILITY : FLASHED AT 1CS F BY SETAFLASH
P : EXTRACT BY PAPER 7.0
RADIQACTIVITY : NONE DETECTED
FUEL EVALUATION OF TOTAL SAMPLE
HEAT CONTENT - 17100 BTU/ LR ASH UPCN COMBUSTICN: 3.4 WTY
TOTAL CHLORINE cL: C. 1 WTY TOTAL BROMINE BR: < 0. wru
TOTAL FLUGRINE Foe 001 wTy TOTAL SULFUR S i< 01 wT
GENERAL COMPOSITION: GENERAL COMPOSITION BY.
SPECIFIC VISCOSITY APPEARANCE TOTAL
GRAVITY (CENTIPOISE) (VaL%, (WT %)
AQUEDUS PHASE (FREZS TogK L 0.C 2.0
S0TTOM SLUBGE (SemroCukly 100.0 100.0
BOTTUM SLUDGE SEoTLEaaD ey eI oo olie
BOTTOM sSOLID (SETTLED SOLIDS T son .0
TOTAL L8530 < 50 CPS ocho 100.0
SPECIFIC COMPOSITION OF TOTAL SAMPLE COMPOSITION OF . TOTAL
SAMPLE
(WTH%)
WATER CONTENT. ... L S T S 2.8
NDN-VOLATILE RESIDUE DESCRIPTION: SCLID 13 .4
VOLATILE QRGANICS 8Y PIFRERENeE T 85 . 1
TOTAL . 1220 Co.o

VOLATILE QRGANIC COMPOSITION GF TOTAL SAMPLE  BY GAS CHROMATOGRAPHY

- SAMPLE PREPARATION METHCDS: NEAT
DETECTION METHOCS : FID, FID. MASS~2PED
' COMPOSITION QF: VOLATILE VOLATILE  TtDTAL
. ORGANICS ORGANICE sAMPLE
COMPOUND NAME CODE  CAS NUMBER (WT%) (WT% {WT%
MEDIUM-30TLING ALIPHATIC HYDRGCAREONS (ca-c13) . MHC 803C-30¢~5 65.2 €5.2 56 .t
METHYL ETHYL KETONE ’ MEK 78-923-3 10.86 10.8 9.1
OIISOBUTYL KETONE . ‘ DIBK 108-83-3 7.8 7.8 &.8
XYLENES (ORTHQ-, META-, AND PaARA-) XYLS 85-47-5 4.8 4.8 4.1
TATAL QTHERS (<t.0% EACH) 10 Q-05-5 2.6 2.6 2.2
TOLUENE TOL 108-88-3 2.3 2.3 2.0
METHYL ISOBUTYL KETQONE MIBK 108-10-1 2.1 2.1 1.8
LOW-B0ILING ALIPHATIC HYDROCARBONS (c5-c8) LHC 0~47-3 2.0 2.0 1.7
ETHYLBENZENE ETB ‘CO-a1- 1.3 1.5 o
PRORYL ALcOHOL, IsSOo- ' TPA 47-g2- 1.0 1.0 [
TN ’ 100.0 1C0. ¢ 86 . !
SUMMARY AF VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOSITIDN BY COMPOUND CHEMICAL CLASS WT%:
ALCOHOLS 1.0 ALIPHATIC HYDROCZARBINS 87,2
ARQMATIC HYORQCARBONS 8.6 CHLORINATED SCLwWENTS 0.0
£ETERS .0 ETHERS J.C
el INHIBITCRS oo
C o5 MITROGEN w1y z
T —— e e [ -
ol
ANHYDRIDE CAS =g3..5 =«
TRACK laTg
o] S 232 il
o] Sa i

J

MTICE OF LAND DIsFzgal RESTRITTIIN 2¢ ¥23TE IS REQUIRED UNDER




Dear customer,

Thank you for ceonsidering Safety-Kleen Corporaticn as ycur
chemical waste disposal firm. We have analyzed your waste(s) and
copies of the analytical workup(s) are enclosed 1n this packet as
well as a propesal indicating the ceost per drum for our complete
disposal service. Included alsec is yeour certificate of assurance,
a scheduling calendar, and cur standard waste handling agrsement.

Since 1t has been a while since ycocu first looked at Safety-
Kleen's Fluid Reccvery Service, let's review the highlights cf our
program. At regularly scheduled intervals a Safety-Kleen
hazardous waste specialist will call upon your facllity to locate
drums of waste for disposal. If thers 1s nc waste ready for pick
up there will ke no charge for the call. If there 1s waste ready
he will seal up the drum, make sure that all labels are in place
and properly filled out. He will lcad the drums on one of our
licensed hazardous wastes transpert vehicles and fil11l out the
necessary manifests and land ban notificaricns. All waste will be
transported to one of our Treatment, Storage, Disposal Facllities
(TSDFs) fcr treatment and dispesal. None of ycur waste will be
disposed ¢f through landfilling. All wastas will be disposed of
through recycling, fuel blending incineraticn, or straight
incineration as indicated on the propesal form.

Your company's financial assets are compietely protected by
cur Certificate of Assurance, cur written guarantee stating that
we will operats to the full letier of the law and remain
financially responsible for all cleanups involving our operations.
We back that guarantee up with over $400 millicn of assets.

Safety-XKleen Corporation is the werld's largest recycler of
centaminated solvents and enjoys a reputaticon in the hazardous
waste industry as a true leader in service and reliability.

Anycne can take hazardous waste off ycur hands, only Safety-
Kleen can take it off your mind. If peace of mind is impertant teo
v 71, Safety-Kleen's Fluld Recovery Service is the procgram *hat can
rovide it

i

Thank yocu,

— : R
Branchi Ind . strilal “inager

77T EiG TIMEEA ROAD ELGIN, ILLINCIS 5022 PHONE 708/697-8460 TELEX 310237 4478



SAFETY~XLEEN CORPORATION
FLUID RECOVERY SERVICE
PROFOEAL

COMPANY Ford Sterling

ADDRESS 39000 Mound Rd

CITY, STATE, ZIP Sterling Heights, MI 48078

PREPARED FOR Tavid W. Brittain PHONE (313) 826-3718
DATE PREPARED 4780
WASTE STREAM SAMPLE # CONTROL # DISPOSAL METHOD PRICE PER DRUM

Waste Paint 102570 2056218 Fuel Blending S19%.30

SERVICE INCLUDES;

REGULARLY SCEEDULED SERVICE CALLS EVERY twelve WEEKS
LABRQR =0 CHECE, SEAL, AMD LOAD DRUMS ON TRUCK

ALL TRANUPORTRTION

FIRGERPRINT ANALTSIEA AT TSDFs

DISPCEAL AS INDICATED ABCOVE

ALL LABELS, MANIFESTS, LAND BAN NOTIFICATIONS, AND ANY OTHER

NECESSARY PAPERWORK

GAFET . -gLI0s IERNIH O OLIIATICON THI O et Ll i
T Loy K

" . - et e

PECHET »T™3Z3 {233} 334-2220

JONTRIT BTRECY Soemmand J. Sripcsacno

TTTEIGT MITT ECAD ELGIN, ILLINOQIS 80123 PHCONE TCEES7-8460

TELEX 810251 4472
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NQTICE OF LAND 2i3FCSAL RESTRICTION OF WASTE

T SAFETY-KLEEN CORP ZFA D Nau: I1.DS8CE13813
333 EAST 1387TH ST
COLTON IL 80419

Jnder manifest number line number {enterila, 11b, 11c, or 11c) the
gqenerator noted betow is snipping to you a waste determined 1o be restricted under 40 CRF Fart
288. In accordance with 40 CFR 268.7, the generator heretv provides notice that the wasie s
reswicted and the EPA waste type and the appropriate treatment standards are as follows:

=PA Waste Type: FOOS
TREATMENT STANDAROS (ma/1)
Wastewater All Other Check Al
AESTRICTED CONSTITUENTS w/Sclvents Saolvent YWaste That Apziy
Acetone 0.05 0.88
n—Butyl alcohol 5.0 5.0
Carnon disulfide 1.05 4.81
Carzon terrachioride 0.08 0.86
Chlorobenzens a.18 0.08
Cresols {and cresylic acid} 2.82 0.75
Cyclohexanaone 0. 128 0.75
1,2—dichiorobenzene Q.68 0.12%
Etnvi scetate 0.08 Q.75
Ethyl benzerne 0.0% 0.083 X
Ethyl ather C.08 Q.78
Isobutanol 5.0 3.0
Methanat 0.2% Q.78
hMethviene chiar de 0.20 0.86
Methvlene chtar zedrom pharmaceutical ingustry) 12.7 G.288
Methyl etnvi xatcne 0.05 0.78 X
Mathyl isobutyy wetone 0.05% G.33 X
Nitrobenzene 0.66 0,125
Pyridina t.12 0.33
Tetrachiaoroethyiere Q.079 0.08
Toluene .12 0.33 X
1,1, 1 ~=Trichlorocet~ane 1.05 0. a1
1.1.2-Trichlore - 1.2,2 trifiuroeinane 1.085 0.96
Trichlcroethyiene ¢.082 0.08e1
Tricniaroflugrome nara 0.05% 0.86
Xyjann .35 0.1% X
Haiogenaled Iroee < Lamcounsi 1CCC. O .0
Free Cyamces 1CCC. 0 .0
Arceme {Asi SCC.0 .0
Cadmum {Cat 1C0.0 .0
Chromuym 2 7t - Telolibe] .0
l_ead {Pa) 022 .3
Wiy e P AURD
Moot A H T
Setlene e 1 a T DI
IAUEFCEI o t.oC o
EoA
Ganaratgr e FORT STERLING iD:
erersi Tao P R B 1wy

@ i
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NATIONAL
ENVIRCONMENTAL
 TESTING, INC.

‘Pontiac Division
338 Auburn Avenue
Pontiac, M! 48058
Tel; (313) 253-0440
Fax: (313) 334-8488

NET Midwest, Inc. .

Formerly: Burmah Technical Services, Inc.
-

-,

ANALYTICAL REPUORT ==
Dave Brittain 08-17-90
350G0 Mound Rd & 17 Mile R Sample No.: 76788
Sterling Heights MI 48078
. - T 25y I /LCM,D
Sample Description: Lapping Sludge North
[ , -
Program: Waste Characterization : <3 9«0& /,%l
cc: H Hildinger
Date Taken: 07-19-90C Dat? Received: 07-19-90
i

Date Lab
Parameter Results Units Analy. Tech
Sclids, Total 85. % 07-26-90 gls
TCLP - VOLATILES (8240) 08-06-30 wad
Benzene <0.1 mg/L 08-06-90 wad
Carbon tetragchloride <0.1 mg/L 08-06-90 wad
Chlorobenzene <0.1 mg/L 08-06-90 wad
Chloroform <0.1 my /L 08-~06-90 wad
1,2~Dichloroethane <0.1 mg/L 08-06-9C wad
1,1~-Dichlorcethene <0.1 mg/L 08~06-90 wad
Methyl ethyl ketone <0.1 mg/L $8-06-9C wad
Tetrachlorcethene <0.1 mg/L 08-06-90 wad
Trichlorocethene <0.1 mng/L 08-06-%0 wad
Vinyl chloride <0.1 mg/L 08-0&~50 wad
TCLP — METALS
Arsenic <1.Q g, L 2W=-03-37 lo
Barium 0.92 mg/L 08-03-5%0 1v
Cadmium <0.01 mg /L 08-03=-30 1lv
Chromium <0.02 mg/L 08-03-%0 1w
Copper 0.07 mg, 'L CE=Q3-3% 1w
Lead <0.05 ma, L R-3-20 0 1o
Mercury <3.0005 g, L L I N e
Nickel ZLGT mep T -1 =D
Selenium «<C.8 my Moy E G -
Silwver <(.02 mg. . N R
Zinc .09 mg L Ce-3I-F10 L

)



NATIONAL
. TESTING, INC,

ENVIRONMENTAL

NET Midwest, Inc.
Pontiac Division
398 Auburn Avenue
FPontiac, Ml 48058
Tel: (313} 253-0440
Fax: (313) 334-8486

Dave Brittain
FMC STERLING PLANT

39000 Mound Rd & 17 Mile R
Sterling Heights MI 48078

Sample Description:

Program: Waste Characterization

cc: H Hildinger

Date Taken: 07-19-380

TCLP—-BASE/NEUTRALS (8270)

ANALYTICAL REPCORT

Lapping Sludge North

Parameter Results
TCLP -~ ACTDS {8270}

1,4-Dichlorckenzene <0.01
2,4~Dinitrotoluene <0.01
Hexachlcorchenzene <0.01
Hexachlcorcbutadiens!’ <0.01
Hexachloroethane ' <0.01
Nitrobenzene <0.01
Pyridine <0.01
Cresols, Total <0.01
o-Methylphencl (Cresol) <3.01
m-Methvlohenol (Cresol) <0.01
p~Methylphencl (Cresol) <0.01
Pentachlorophenol <Q.01
2,4,5~Trichlorophencl <Q.ZL
2,4,5~Trichlorophengl <Q. 3.

Sample No.:

Date Received:

Farmeriy: Burmah Technical Services, Inc.

76788

Q7-15~90
i
}
Date Lab
Units Analy. Tech
08-11-90 wad

mg /L 08-11-3%0 wad
mg /L 0B-11-90 wad
ng/L 08~-11-90 wad
mg/L 03-11-30 wad
mg/L 0B8-11-30 wad
mg/L 08-11-90 wad
mg /L 08-11~-390 wad
mg,/L 08-11-90 wad
mg/L 08-11-90 wad
mg/L 08-=11-30 wad
mg/L 08-11-90 wad
mg/L Q8-11-90 wad
mg/L Cad-i i wal
mg/L Qe L. 83 wasd



NATIONAL
ENVIRONMENTAL

NET Midwest, Inc.
Pontiac Division -,
398 Auburn Avenue

Pantiac. Ml 48082

oo e 1~ Tai 213 -3440
IR bl 5?4(3, INC. Fax 213} 304-3486

Formerly: Burmah Technical Servicses. Inc.

ANALYTICAL REPCRT

Dave Brittain 08-17-90
FMC STERLING PLANT
39000 Mound Rd & 17 Mile R Sample No.: 78789

Sterling Heights MI 48078

Sample Description: Lapping Sludge Scuth

Program: Waste Characterization
cc: H Hildinger

Date Taken: 07-19-350 Date Received: 07-1%=-90

Date Lab
Parameter Results Units Analy. Tzch
Solids, Total 9. % 07-26-20 gls

TCLP - VOLATILES (8240) 08-09-30 wad

Benzene <0.1 mg/L 08-09~90 wad
Carbon tetrachloride <0.1 mg/L 08-09-320 wad
Chlorobenzene <d.1 ! mg/L 08-09~20 wad
Chloroform <0.1 mg/L 08-09-90 wad
1,2=-Dichlorcethane <0.1 . mg/L 08-09-%0 wad
1,1-Dichlorcethene <0.1 mg/L 08-09-90 wad
Methyl ethyl ketone <0.1 mg/L 08-09-9C wad
Tetrachlorocethene <0.1 mg/L 08-09~50 wa
Trichlorocethene <0,1 ma /L 08-09-90 wad
Vinyl chloride <0.1 mg/L 08-09~90 wad

TCLP ~ METALS

Arsenic <l.0 ° mg,/ 08-03-90 dlc
Barium 0.43 mg /L 08-03-20 1w
Cadmium <0.01 mg/L 08-03-%0 1v
Chromium <0.02 mag /L 08-03-%0 1lv
Copper 0.04 mg/L 08-03-%0 1lv
Lead <0.05 mg/L 08-03-90 1lv
Mercury <0.000% mg/L 08-03-20 ik
¥ickel Q.08 mg /L 08-03-80 1w
Zelenium <0.5 mg/L 08-03-390 dlic
Silver <0.02 mg/ L 0B8-03-50 Lv
Zine 0.11 mg/L 08-03-90 1w

Susan K. Scott
Prciect Manager



NATIONAL Pontiat Division (M\

398 Aub A
ENVIRONMENTAL Conise W 50055
. TESTING, INC. Fav. (313) 394 45

Formerly: Burmah Technical Services, Inc.

ANALYTICAL REPORT

Dave Brittain 08~17-90
FMC STERLING PLANT
39000 Mound Rd & 17 Mile R Sample No.: 76789

Sterling Heights MI 48078

Sample Description: Lapping Sludge South

Program: Waste Characterization
cc: H Hildinger

Date Taken: 07-15-90 Date Received: {07-19-90

TCLP-BASE/NEUTRALS (8270) !

Date Lab
Parameter Results Units Analy. Tech
TCLP - ACIDS (B8270) 08-11-30 wad
1,4-Dichlorobenzene <0.03 mg/L 08-11-90 wad
Z2,4-Dinitrotoluene <0.03 mg/L 08-11-90 wad
Hexachlorcbenzene <0.03 ' mg/L 08-11-90 wad
Hexachlorcbutadiene <0.03 ’ mg/L 08-11-50 wad
Hexachloroethane <0.03 mg/L 08-11-90 wad
Nitrobenzene <0.03 : - mg/L 08-11-80 wad
Pyridine <0.03 , mg/L 08-11-30 wad
Crescols, Total <0.03 ' mng/L 08-11-30 wad
o-Methylphenol (Cresol) <0.03 mg/L 08-11-9%90 wad
m-Methylphenol {Crescl) <C.03 mg/L 08-11-%0 wagd
p-Methylphencl (Cresol) <0.03 mg/L 08-11-30 wad
Pentachlorophenol <0.03 mg/L 08-11-90 wad
2,4,56-Trichloropnenol <0.03 ‘ mg/ L 08-11-90 wad
Z,4,5-Trichlorephenol <0.03 . mg/L Q8-11-20 wad
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Formerly: Burman Technical Services, Inc.

WASTE ANALYSIS

METHCDOILOGY
Detection
Limit Method
BS&W, % 1. D-96 (2)
BTU/ 1k 200. D240-64 (2}
Cyanide, mg/Kg 1. 7 9010 (1)
Density, g/cc 0.5 Pt 17 €-357 {2)
Sulfide, mg/Kg 2. 2756.2 (3)
Total Halogens, mg/Kg 120. : D808~31 (2)
TPH, mg/Kg 20. ' 418.1 (3)
_ 50. 503 E (4)
Water, Distillation, % 0.1 D=-95 (2)
Selids, Total, % 0.1 160.3 (3)
Corrosivity -m 9040 (1)
Ignitability, F 75. 1010 (1)
Reactive Sulfide, mg/Kg 2. Sec. 7.3.4.1 (1)
Reactive Cyanide, mg/Kg 1. Sec. 7.3.3.1.(1)
Reactivity - Water -— Sec. 7.3.2.1 (1)
Acid -- Sec. 7.3.2.1 (1)
Alkali - Sec. 7.3.2.1 (1)
PCB, mg/Kg 1. 8080 (1)
TCLE /EP As ;
Toxicity Received ‘
ng/L mo /Kg
Arsenic 1. 0.4 7061 (1)
Barium 0.05 1.8 6010 (1)
Cadmium 0.01 0.4 6010 (1)
Chromium 0.02 0.7 6010 (1)
Copper 0.03 0.7 6010 (1)
Lead 0.05 1.8 6010 (1)
Mercury 0.0005 0.02 7471 (1)
Nickel 0.02 0.7 6010 (1)
Selenium 0.5 0.4 7741 (1)
Silver 0.02 0.7 6010 (1)
zinc 0.02 0.7 6010 (1)

(1) EFA SwW846, "Test Metheds for Evaluating Solid Wastes™.
(2} ASTM, "American Society for Testing Materials".

(3) EPA 600/4-79-020, "Metheds for Chemical Analysis of Water
and Wastes".

(4) vsStandard Methods for the Examination of Water and
Wzstewater™, 16th Editicn.
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